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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We print elsewhere a further transfer of witness actions 
from the lists of Norru, Srratine, Romer, and Byrnz, JJ., to 
Mr. Justice Barnzs for the purpose only of h or of trial. 
It will be remembered that so recently as the end of last month 
twenty-eight witness actions were similarly transferred. 





Tue remarks which the Lord Chief Justice is reported to 
have recently made on R. 8. O. ord. 22; r. 22; ought to insure 
for the rule a speedy reconsideration. The rule provides that 
where an action is tried by a judge with a jury no communica- 
tion shall be made to the j ju until after verdict, either of the 
fact that money has been into court, or of the amount paid 
in. The jury are requi to find the amount of the debt or 
damages, as the case may be, without reference to any payment 
_ court. In Williams vy. Goose (45 W. R. 308; 1897, 1 Q, B, 

a an attempt was made to shew that the rule ‘was ultra vires. 

er section 22 of the Judicature Act, 1875, no rule — 
bo the Judicature Acts is to prejudice the nig) ht of any 
to have the issues for trial submitted and left by the j 
the jury with a proper and complete direction to the jury a bt 
the law, and as to e evidence a ble to the issues. It was 
argued that when money is into court the issue is 
whether the money so paid in is sufficient to satisfy the plain- 
tiff’s claim, and this issue, consequently, either party who 
desires it is entitled to have left to the jury. In that case £30 
was paid in by the defendant ; the jury returned a verdict of 
£15, and the plaintiff urged that the non-communication of the 
anos poll ‘a was that te S Lage sommaag a Hg Court of 

Pp eld, however, e rule was a rule for supiatiog 

rocedure which could properly be made ag 4 section 17 of bs 
udicature Act, 1875, por if it is to be Sag: of, 
can only be done through the instrumentality Rule Sane 
mittee. The idea of the rule, , is that mei ought 
to give their verdict p on of the case without 
inbilty.” ‘The peyment the defendant has estimated his 
payment, however, is one of the facts of the 
n oo nate eee, os be communicated 
‘0 © persons have the issue proceedings in their 
hands, and it may be doubted whether there is any real advan- 
esi in concealment. are at best an uncertain matter, 
it is more just to the for the jury to have to 
17 
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i hether the sum he has tendered is, under the 
ae ae sufficient, than to make the result depend on 
whether the sum which they fix more or less arbitrarily happens 
to be greater or less than the money paid into court. 


Tue Lorp Cuancettor appropriately devoted the main part 
of his address at the Hardwicke Society dinner to the dis- 
cussion of a Moot Point—namely, ‘‘ That lawyers are the really 
disinterested class of the community, and are the most liberal. 
minded and candid listeners and speakers in the community. 
Possibly the “opener in the affirmative” was more or less 
jocular, but if he was not, it was perhaps fortunate that 
there were no speakers on the other side. His ‘‘ argument 
in support of his first proposition was limited to a state- 
ment of the great Lord Harpwicke’s refusal of office and 
to a general reference to ‘‘the records of British history.” 
He might have cited two or three comparatively recent 
refusals on the part of distinguished members of the profes- 
sion to sacrifice principle to position, of which all lawyers are 

roud; but do two or three swallows make a summer? We 
o not think that lawyers, as a body, can claim the credit for 
disinterestedness which the Lord Chancellor ascribes to them, 
though they are probably neither better nor worse in this respect 
than other people of similar station in society. Upon the 
second proposition the Lord Chancellor dwelt at some length ; 
but even as to this, he could apparently say no more than that 
lawyers are taught to recognize the fact of there being two 
sides to a questior, and that while most people thought they 
were certainly in the right, lawyers were apt to remember that 
they might possibly be in'the wrong. The ‘‘opener in the 
negative” (if there had been one) might have asked whether 
litigants have not the fact of there being two sides to a question 
even more forcibly impressed upon them than it is upon the 
lawyers who conduct their vm ayes. yet there is nothing to 
shew that litigants are a specially fair-minded body. It might 
also be asked whether the success of a lawyer (off the bench) 
does not depend in great measure in his belief, or apparent 
belief, in his own case. Certainly his influence upon judges 
and juries depends largely on this. We imagine the truth is 
that the constant endeavour of the lawyer to do the best he can 
for his client is not very conducive to the habit of appreciating 
both sides of a question, and that it needs rather a rare 
combination of qualities for him, while energetically enforcin 
his client’s view, to give full weight to what may be urg 
inst it. On the whole, we are afraid we must not lay 
the Lord Chancellor’s “flattering unction”’ to our souls. 


In tHe case of Re Lord Monson’s Settled Estates (reported 
elsewhere) Romer, J., has given a useful construction to the 
powers of a tenant for life to treat as a single settled 
estate properties which have been brought into the settle- 
ment by different instruments. It has been established that, 
under the definition of ‘settlement’ contained in section 
2 (1) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, two or re_instru- 
ments are admissible as forming the settlement (see he Byng’s 

stares, , 2 Oh. 219); and, in general, the 
different properties are treated, for the purposes of the “‘com- 


pound settlemont,”’ as a single property, ao that, for instance, 
capital money coming into the settlement under one ins mt 
is spplicable for the purpose °O ig imp on land 

: er instrument. Upon this principle it 
seenis to-follow that if an estate in the settlement is subject to 
mortgage, and a free estate is subsequently breught in, upon 
any rearrangement of the mortgage it can be extended to 
both estates. Thus, if tho mortgage money was called in, 
and a new mortgage had to be effected, the trustees or the 
tenant for life would be entitled to take advantage of the 
additional facilities for raising money which the possession 
of the unincumbered estate would give them. In Re Lord 
Monson’s Settled Estates the case was the reverse of this. The 
unincumbered estate was already in the settlement, and the 
mortgaged estate had been subsequently brought in by the 
tenant for life. The mortgage-money had been called ‘in, and 
the tenant for life desired to raise a fresh mortgage upon the 











security of the whole of the settled estates. In principle the z 
The mor on 


case is the same as in the former instance. 
one estate is to be extended to both, and in theory the order in 
which the estates have been brought in does not seem to be 
material, But practically there is the possibility, where the 
incumbered estate has been subsequently brought in by the 
tenant for life, that the equity of redemption may be worthless, 
and that the tenant for life may be using the settlement as 
machinery for getting rid of his own personal liability. Romer, 
J., held, however, that the possibility of such a fraud being 
perpetrated was no ground for denying to the tenant for life 
& power which on principle was exercisable; the fraud, if 
attempted, could be checked by the intervention of the trustees; 
and he sanctioned the raising of the fresh advance in the way 
proposed, 





A LesszE who assigns his term remains, of course, personally 
liable on the covenants, and to protect himself against this 
liability he can rely either on the implied or express liability of 
the successive holders of the leasehold premises. Where no 
express arrangement is made for passing on the liability, the 












law imposes ach assignee the duty of in- 
der Fr rat teaser @ period of his owner- 





aip. more usual course is to make the first assignee 
give the lessee an express covenant of indemnity, and then in 
turn to take a corresponding covenant from the next assignee, 
and so on through the whole chain of assignments. By thig 
holder of 





means the lessee is not left to his against the 
the term for the time being, who may be unable to pay, but can 
look at all times to his own ima assignee, as to whose 
solvency he has had the chance of satisfying’ himself. Does 
this arrangement for successive indemnification break down, 
however, in case of the bankruptcy of any of the assignees? 
In the recent case of Ze Perkins, before Noxru, J., it appeared 
that in 1891 Coster granted a lease to Poyszr for nine years, 
In 1893 Poyser assigned to Piarstow, who gave a covenant of 
indemnity. In 1895 Pxarstow assigned to Perkins, who in 
turn gave a corresponding covenant. In the same year, 1895, 
Perkins died and Piaistrow became bankrupt. Subeequeaiy 
Perkins’ executors assigned, as they were entitled fo do, to a 
mag Of Brew, and we put an_emd to their “personal liability. 
Poyser, the original lessee, was called upon to pay the rént, and 
had there been no express covenants for indemnity, he would 
have been abandoned to the worthless implied liability of the 
last assignee. On the other hand, the value of his express 
covenant had become doubtful owing to Piaisrow’s bankruptcy. 
However, he carried in a claim in the bankruptcy, and this was 
compromised by his accepting a nominal payment and aa 
assignment of the benefit of the covenant of indemnity by Perxkins, 
The question thereupon arose what the value of this covenant 
in the hands of the lessee might be. On behalf of Pzrxms’ 
estate, it was contended that since his contract was only one 
of indemnity, it was limited to the loss actually sustained by 
Pratstow’s estate, which, under the circumstances, was nothing. 
Nortu, J., however, declined to take this view, and held that 
the lessee was entitled to be paid out of Perxins’ estate the 
rent which he had already paid, and also to a declaration of 
indemnity against future payments of rent and breaches of 
covenant. The result is that the chain of indemnity does not 
fail in consequence of the bankruptcy of an assignee. The gap 
can be mended by carrying on the liability undiminished to the 
next covenantor. And an asgigume executors of. the 
last ant: ho 
eite 
a 

































Somz Frew months ago we commented on the case of Hatton ¥. 
Treeby (46 W. R. 6; 1897, 2 Q. B. 452), in which it was decided 
by the High Court that a constable has no right to stop a a 
son whom he sees riding a bicycle at night without a light. The 
offence is governed by section 85 of the Local Government Act, 
1888, which declares bicycles to be ‘carriages’ within the 
meaning of the Highway Act, 1835, and also makes it an offence 
to ride at night without a proper light, but does not give con- 
stables any power of arrest for such offence. A case came 


recently before Mr. Hannay at the Marlborough-street police 
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court, in which a lady was charged with this and it 
appeared that she had been stopped and pulled off her machine 
by a policeman. She was convicted, but applied for a summons 
against the constable for assault, which was granted. The 
magistrate, being bound by the decision of the High Court, 
convicted him, and fined him one penny without costs. The 
importance of the case lies in the fact that Hatton v. Treeby is 
practically of no importance in the metropolis, according to the 
magistrate’s view of the law. He intimated that, in his opinion, 
riding in the streets at night without a light is dangerous to the 
public, and that, quite apart from the Act of 1888, any person 
so riding may be arrested and convicted under section 54 (5) of 
the Metropolis Police Act, 1839. That section provides that, 
“ Every person who shall ride or drive furiously, or so as to 
endanger the life or limb of any person, or to the common danger 
of the passengers in any thoroughfare,” shall be liable to a penalty, 
‘and it shall be lawful for any constable belonging to the Metro- 
politan Police Force to take into custody, without warrant, any per- 
son who shall commit any such offence within view of any such 
constable.” It was stated in court that the police in London have 
instructions to stop persons riding without proper lights. There 
is no general law compelling carriages to carry lights, andalthough 
the magistrate is right to a certain extent, it would seem to te 
a question of fact to be determined in each case whether or not 
the riding without a light was to the common danger of the 
pamee. Many will agree that in a brilliantly-lighted 

ndon thoroughfare the lamp of a bicycle is of little use, and 
that the absence of a light does not add to the danger of 
passengers. It is in the quiet, ill-lighted street or the dark 
country lane that the light is really important. In the case in 
question the lady was summoned under the Act of 1888, and so 
the policeman was convicted. If she had been proceeded 
against on precisely the same facts under the Act of 1839, he 
would have been justified in stopping her, and would have been 
acquitted. This seems to be sound in law, but is obviously 
rather absurd. The absurdity, however, does not extend 
beyond the metropolis, for there are no words in the Acts 
applying to the country at large which correspond to, or which 
are 80 wide as, the words applying to London which are quoted 
in italics above. Undoubtedly bicycle riders are a source of 
some danger, and require to be strictly kept in order. But it is 
a very dangerous thing to forcibly stop a person riding a 
bicycle, especially if that person is a lady; and to give the 
police further powers of so doing than they already possess 
seems likely to lead to some bad accidents. 





THE cLAvsE of section 79 of the Companies Act, 1862, which 
allows a winding-up order to be made “ whenever the court is 
of opinion that it is just and equitable that the company should 
be wound up,” gives a wide discretion to the court, and the 
more so now that it is admitted that the grounds relied on as 


dering the making of the -order—just-mnd equitable are not 
sonfined to matters ejusdem generis with the earlier clauses of 


the section. An obvious reason for enforcing a winding up is 
that the object for which the company was formed is no longer 
attainable—in other words, that the substratum of the company 
is gone—and this has been acted upon in several cases, notably 
in the Date-Coffee case (Re German Date-Coffee Co., 20 Oh. D. 
169), where a German patent which the company was formed to 
obtain was never granted, and the directors purchased instead 
a Swedish patent. The memorandum of association contained 
general words which would easily have covered the acquisition 
and working of the substituted patent, but it was held that 
when the primary object of the company was gone it was 
inequitable to compel any of the shareholders to remain in the 
venture for other purposes. Similarly in the case of Re 
Coolgardie Gold Mines (41 Soxscrrors’ Journnat, 865), where a 
company formed to work a gold mine in West Australia found 
the mine to be worthless and — to acquire a mine in 
Victoria, the court intervened with a winding-up order, not- 
withstanding that the company was empowered to acquire mines 
‘tin West Australia or elsewhere.” A mace were in favour 
of the substituted mine, but a minority opp the scheme, and 
the Court of Appeal, affirming Byrne, J., held that they could 








object of which had failed. An application of the ne 
is to be found in the case of Re Amalgamated Syndicate (46 WR. 
75), decided by Vaucnan Wittiams, L.J., just before his elevation 
to the Court of Appeal. The syrdicate was formed in May last 
to take over the businesses of several Diamond Jubilee syndicates. 
Its primary object had er ceased to exist, and in the 
ordinary course nothing would have been left to do except to 
wind up voluntarily and ascertain the resulting loss. But the 
eneral objects of the memorandum of association extended 
Peron the temporary requirements of the Jubilee, and on the 
strength of these the directors, it seems, proposed to continue 
the operations of the syndicate. But no such power can be 
given by general words in the memorandum. It is useful 
to insert such words, in order that, so long as the Lge 
object of the company is being attained, its operations 
not be fettered by the want of any necessary incidental powers. 
But the general powers are, after all, merely incidental, and they 
do not warrant the continuance of the company when the object 
for which the shareholders subscribed has ceased to be attain- 
able. In the case of the Amalgamated Syndicate, accordingly, 
a winding-up order was made, 





Ir 1s a very well known rule that, where general words are 


used in an Act following other words of more r mean- 
ing, the general words are to be construed as Oe only to 
things ¢jusdem generis with the s. In " 


nee ema w 
however, it is found extremely difficult to apply this rule, and our 
courts are constantly occupied in considering whether or nota 
certain thing is within general words used in this manner, A 
recent case of this sort was Jones v. Davis, a case stated on the 
Salmon Fisheries Acts by the justices of Merionethshire, and 
lately argued before a Divisional Court. Section 8 of the 
Salmon Fisheries Act, 1861, as amended by section 18 of the 
Act of 1873, provides that no person shall, under pain of a 
penalty, use ‘‘ any otter lath or jack, wire or snare, spear, 
strokehall, snatch, or other like instrument for catching or 
salmon,” or have any such thing in his ion under 
circumstances as to satisfy the court that he intended to use it in 
order to a 2 kill salmon. anail take of the ay nyo —_ 
Act provides that no person or attempt 8, 
calaayn by uineian of any net having a mesh of lens than costadn 
stated dimensions. The appellant had been caught in the 
immediate neighbourhood of a salmon river having in his 
ion a net with meshes of a smaller size than is allowed 
by law. An information was laid against him under section 8 
for having in his possession an illegal instrument intending to 
use it for catching salmon. The i were of opinion 
that the illegal net came under the words ‘‘ snare or other like 
instrument,” and convicted the appellant. The conviction was, 
however, quashed by the High Court. It seemsclear that a net 
is an instrument of quite a different nature from a spear or a 
snare or any of the particular i things mentioned in sec- 
tion 8 of the Act which it is forbidden for anyone 
his possession with the intention of using them. 
for salmon with a net is perfectly legal, and most 
the salmon cold are caught with nets, but 
restrictions to be o in followi 
One of these restrictions relates to 
order to protect small fish from being 
who uses a net with meshes of less than } 
liable to a penalty. The Act, however, has no provision 
effect that the mere possession of such a net is 
the intention to use it illegally is obvious. D f 
be stretching the law rather far to hold that a thing which is 
a kind recognized as the chief legal instrument taking 
salmon, is of the same nature as instruments the use of which 
absolutely forbidden. In fact this was a case in which (to 
a fishing metaphor) the prosecutor struck too soon, and 
lost his fish. ot ete vibes og the pr —— have 
found him actually using illegal net; prosecutor 
ight have struck with effect, and would no doubt have hooked 
ro landed his prize. 





By virtue of section 67 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the 





not be forced to remain members of a company, the primary | 


sounty courts possess equitable jurisdiction up to £500, while 
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section 56 of the same statute limits their ordinary common 
law jurisdiction to cases where the debt, demand, or damage 
claimed is not more than £50. It sometimes happens, however, 
that a claim of an equitable nature resolves itself into a mere 
demand for a sum of money over £50 in amount, but less than 
£500. Under these circumstances the question arises whether 
the county court has jurisdiction. Such a case was Godfrey v. 
Lazarus (4 Times L. R. 101), where, in a foreclosure action in 
respect of an equitable mortgage, the judgment of the county 
court judge ordered the defendant personally to pay the regis- 
trar the sum of £173 (the amount of the mortgage debt), “ or 
that the said equitable mortgage be enforced by foreclosure, 
sale, or otherwise, as.the court may direct.” This judgment 
was objected to, on the ground that it was in substance a mere 
adjudication upon a money claim over £50, and therefore not 
warranted by the statutory jurisdiction of the county courts. 


" It was, however, held, on appeal, by the Queen’s Bench Division 





a, though the judgment was of a legal and equitable 
ch ) ted 6xceed the jurisdiction of the county court 
assuming the existe Of an équitabie claim within 
‘secti Act, T888.~ This decision, 
which does not seem to be generally known, and which is not 
referred to in the Annual County Court Practice, 1898, though 
cited at p. 53 of the Yearly County Court Practice for this year, 
is, we ad. ae correct, in view of the fact that the enactment 
conferring equitablé jurisdiction on the county courts (section 67) 
confers upon the judge, when exercising it, in addition to his 
inary powers and authorities, all those of a judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court. 













THE RECOVERY OF GAMBLING DEPOSITS. 


Tue decision last week by Wricut, J., in Re Cronmire, Ex parte 
Waud (reported elsewhere), raised important points upon the effect 
of section 18 of the Gaming Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict.c. 109). That 
section provides, in effect, that all agreements by way of gaming 
and wagering are null and void, and that no action can be brought 
for recovering any sum of money or valuable thing alleged to be 
won upon any wager, or which shall have been deposited in the 
hands of any person to abide the event on which any wager has 
been made. So soon asit has been ascertained that any tran- 
saction is in fact a gambling transaction, it is quite clear that 
the first part of the enactment applies, and no action can be 
maintained by the winning party to recover the money to which 
he claims to be entitled ; though formerly it was held that the 
winnings could be secured indirectly in cases where the losing 
party had employed an agent to make the bet, and the agent 
made it in hisown name. In such a case, if the non-pay- 
ment of the bet would have involved the agent in loss, he had 
an implied authority from his principal to pay the debt, and this 
authority became irrevocable when once the liability had been 
incurred. Hence, in the ordinary course, the agent would pay 
the bet and would then be entitled to recover the amount from 
his principal. But Read vy. Anderson (32 W.R. 950, 13 Q. B. D. 
779), in which the law was thus laid down, was overruled by 
the Gaming Act, 1892 (55 Vict. c. 9), nullifying promises express 
or implied by one person to repay to another person sums of 
money paid by the latter in respect of agreements rendered void 
by the Act of 1845, and hence the bar to the recovery of money 
won in a gambling transaction is now complete. 
But the second part of the enactment of section 18, relati 
to the recovery of any sum of money or valuable thing deposi 
to abide the event of a wager, has been the subject of a good 
deal of difficulty—a difficulty exemplified in the two recent cases 
of Strachan v. Universal Stock Exchange (No.1: 43 W.R. 611; 
1895, 2 Q. B. 329. No. 2: 44 W. R. 90; 1895, 2 Q. B. 697). 
In these cases the plaintiff had deposited with the defendants 
certain securities, and also a sum of £3,000, as cover for various 
dealings in shares which were found to have been in fact 
gambling transactions. The dealings went against the plaintiff, 
and upon his seeking to recover the deposits, Cavz, J., gave 


judgment in his favour in regard to the securities, but for the 
defendants in regard to the £3,000. The appeals against the 
two parts of this judgment were heard separately, and in each 
instance the appeal was dismissed, Primd facie, there isa good 








deal to be said for the view that money or valuable securities — 
deposited in the hands, either of a stakeholder or of one of the © 


arties, as cover for the loss that may be incurred by the 
leseilion, is money deposited to abide the event on which the 
wager has been made within the meaning of section 18. But 
the current of decision has been to the contrary, and in 
Hampden v. Walsh (24 W. R. 607, 1 Q. B. D. 189) it was held, 
in accordance with the decisions, that until the deposit had been 
actually paid over by the stakeholder in satisfaction of the debt, 
either party was at liberty to revoke the authority to pay which 
he had given to the stakeholder, and to recover the deposit ; and 
he could do this notwithstanding that, at the time when he 
revoked, the wager had already been decided. The rule ig 
adapted to the case where the deposit has been made with one 
of the parties by holding that the right of revocation exists in 
favour of the other party until the deposit has been actually 
appropriated in satisfaction of the wager. 

In Strachan v. Universal Stock Exchange (No. 1), which related 
to the recovery of the securities deposited with the plaintiff, 
Lord Esuzr, M.R., further expounded section 18 by saying that 
it only barred the recovery of a a which was made upon 
the condition that the property in the thing was to pass upon 
the happening of the event, In this case there would, upon 
the determination of the wager, be an appropriation of the 
deposit in favour of the winning party, and perhaps the two 
forms of stating the rule are not materially different. Which- 
ever way it is put, it seems that the plaintiff in the case referred 
to was entitled to recover the securities. They had been 
deposited as cover, and not to be handed over specifically in 
certain events; and though the defendants were entitled to 
realize them and pay themselves out of the proceeds, yet at the 
time when the action was brought they had not done so. The 
deposit of securities was still unappropriated, and the plaintiff 
was therefore at liberty to revoke the authority which he had 

iven for their appropriation, and to recoverthem back. It was 
urther held that the bringing of the action was in itself a 
sufficient revocation of the authority. 


In Strachan v. Universal Stock Exchange (No. 2), the appeal 
related to the deposit of the £3,000, and there was a distinction 
upon which the court was clearly bound to arrive at a different 
decision. The money had been actually applied by the defen- 
dants from time to time in meeting losses, and when the 

laintiff brought his action the £3,000 had all disappeared. 
other words, there had been already an appropriation of the 
deposit and the time for revocation had gone by. The matter 
was clearly put upon this ground in the judgment of A. L. 
Ssirn, L.J. There is, however, a passage in the judgment of 
Lord Esuzr, M.R., which seems to go further than the case 
required, and in effect to contradict Hampden v. Walsh (supra). 
" What I am bound to hold,” said the Master of the Rolls, ‘is 
that where a person is so foolish as to give a deposit, he can 
never afterwards recover it, so that, even if he were to win his 
bet, the other person could laugh in his face and say: ‘I am 
neither going to pay the money you have won nor return you 
tab deposit.’ It seems to me that the decision must go that 
ength. That is the proper construction of the Betting Act. I 
am aware that it fos bans held that before the wager has been 
determined the deposit can be recovered.” 

On the face of it, this dictum seems to be erroneous, for in 
Hampden vy. Walsh the event upon which the wager depended 
had been already determined, and yet the depositor was held to 
be entitled to recover the deposit. But in Re Cronmire Wricut, 
J., found it necessary to consider whether the second decision in 
Strachan’s case had in fact at all altered the law. In Re Cron- 
mire @ series of points were raised, the most important, apart 
from the one immediately in question, being whether liabilities 
arising out of a bond fide dealing in shares were invalidated by 
their association with gambling transactions between the same 
parties. A bond fide deal was made in Great Eastern Stock, 
under which the stock was to be delivered by Oronwmire and 
paid for in cash by Wavup. Subsequently it was arranged that 
the cash payment should be satisfied by setting it off against 
money due from Croymire to Wavp in respect of gambling 
transactions ; and it was contended on behalf of the trustee in 
the insolvency of Cronmirzz, who is dead, that this arrangement 
invalidated the whole transaction, so as to bar Wavp from 
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ing in respect of the non-delivery of the Great Eastern 
Btook. The contention was rejected, however, by Waicur, J., 
who held that a transaction valid in itself, and under which a 
proper payment was to be made, was not invalidated by a 
subsequent arrangement under which payment was satisfied by 
extinguishing a liability in itself unenforceable. “If a con- 
tract,” said the learned judge, “‘ is made oe give consideration, 
I cannot see that it can become invalidated merely because a 
party afterwards consents to accept, in lieu of the good con- 
sideration which he could have enforced, a different considera- 
tion which is of uncertain value or even of no value.” 

The point in the case which related to the rule as to the reco- 
very of deposits was as follows. Moneys amounting to £60 
were at various times handed by Wavp to CronmIRE as cover 
for different gambling transactions. Such sums had never been 
appropriated or required for meeting losses, and in fact the 
events in respect of which they had been deposited had resulted 
in Wavn’s favour. Nevertheless the trustee contended that 
they had been deposited to abide the event of wagers, and 
were, by section 18 of the Gaming Act, 1845, irrecoverable. 
From the actual decision in Strachan’s case, No. 2, it follows that 
the money was capable of being brought within the words of 
the section, and that it would have been irrecoverable had the 
dealings gone against Wavup, and had the £60 been actually 
appropriated to meet the losses. And the passage quoted above 
from the judgment of Lord Esner in terms says that the same 
result would follow although, as in fact happened, the dealings 
went in Wavn’s favour, and su the £60 could not be appro- 

riated by Cronmirz. It seems probable, however, that Lord 
ate, in giving his judgment, omitted some of the qualifica- 
tions by which it should have been accompanied, and, having 
regard to the result of the appeal in Strachan’s case No. 1, it 
would clearly have been impossible to hold that when the money 
was still intact the right of the depositor to recover it was gone. 
Waicnt, J., held accordingly that the law, as applied in the 
first appeal in Strachan’s case, was unaffected by the second 
appeal, and that Wavp was entitled to have the £60 returned. 


REVIEWS. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law of Meetings; being a Concise Statement of the Law 
Respecting the Conduct and Control of Meetings in General, includ- 
ing Political and other Meetings; also Meetings of Companies, 
County Councils, Borough Councils, District Councils, Boards of 
Guardians, Parish Councils, Parish Meetings, Vestries, and School 
Boards. By GzorcE BLACKWELL, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Butter- 
worth & Co. Price 2s. 6d. 


The Immigration of Coloured Races into British Colonies. By 
ArgTuur R. BurrerwortH, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Reprinted 
from the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. 
Rivingtons. 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I doubt if the Council of the Incorporated Law Society of 
the United Kingdom will feel grateful to their friend ‘‘ H,” of Here- 
ford, for the defence he puts in for them by his letter to you appear- 
ing in your issue of the 19th inst. Different people will no doubt 
hold different views on the subject of his letter, but to form a fair 
judgment the facts should be known and not be erroneously stated. 
For this reason only I trouble you with this communication. 

The first sentence of the second paragraph of his letter conveys an 
extraordinary proposition, and possibly furnishes the key to an im- 
portant and curious situation. He says that before the Council 
came to any final decision the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
endorsed their action in abandoning opposition. How this inexplic- 
able evolution was performed he does not say, although he was at 
the meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies where it was 
executed, and seconded the first resolution, which, according to his 
views as now expressed, would have constituted, if passed, a vote of 
censure on the Council. I have hitherto refrained from i 
attention to the circumstances attendant on the evolution referred to, 
but as he puts it to the front in support of his arguments in favour 


of the Council, I think the time has arrived when the North Country 
view of the matter should be made as clear as possible, 

I was president of the Leeds Law Society for the years 1896 and 
1897, and asI had the advantage of the services of a secretary who 
was in addition a member of the Council of the Sacommeteh Law 
Society and also principal secretary to the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, I assume I should be as well informed as most people as to 
what was transpiring in the legal and Parliamentary atmosphere 
regarding this matter. 

Abcut the end of Fe or the commencement of March last I 
received confidential information to the effect that the Council were 
coming to the conclusion that further opposition was hopeless. On 
Thursday, the 4th of March, my committee were for the first time 
called upon to deliberate on the consequent possibilities of the 
immediate future. They were informed -that a meeting of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies was to be held in London on 
Friday, the 12th of March, to consider the position of matters, the Land 
Transfer Bill being then well on its way. I was requested to attend, 
and did attend, this meeting. Every provincial law society cught to 
have had as many weeks as we had days in which to confer and 
decide on so important a matter as the possible sudden change of 
front of the Council, involving the abandonment of the arguments, 
policy, and conclusions of the ous fifteen or twenty years. Let 
it be well noted that no indication of this was conveyed by the 
Council to their country members, either directly or through their 
local societies, except, no doubt, those favoured ones, members of 
which also held seats on the Council, or were in close commurion 
with them. Little wonder therefore if, on this change of front 
becoming known, the provincial societies felt stranded and helpless, 
the more so as the abili and industry of the Council in ~ years 
had been so great as to lull the provincials into inactive and grateful 
appreciation. 

hat meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies was 
attended by representatives from the following societies: Leeds, 
Birmingham, Liv , Manchester, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, York- 
shire, Somerset, Berks, Bucks and Oxfordshire, Bristol, Wakefield, 
Nottingham, Chester and North Wales, and Herefordshire, and, I 
think, others. How many of these were also members or active su 
rters of the Council can be easily ascertained. The chairman (Mr. 
unders, of Birmingham) was, and is yet, a member of the Council. 
In opening the meeting he pleaded earnestly in favour of a policy 
which I knew from my confidential information was going to be, as 
he, no doubt, also knew, the — of the Council; more especially 
as his arguments appeared to be inspired from a document he held in 
his hand, of which I felt sure I had a before me “in confidence.” 
Why he could use it, and I could not, I was unable to understand. 
I asked that the document so used should be read to the meeting. 
This was refused; and the uninformed members of the meeting 
continued in the dark as to the intentions of the Council. Here let 
me ask why on so momentous a question the Council had not long 
— taken the provincial members into their confidence, or, at 
east, had the courage to first adopt this polioy and afterwards seek 
its indorsement by them or the Associated Provincial Law Societies ? 

The resolution seconded by ‘‘H.” of Hereford, was proposed by 
the president of the Liverpool Law Society, whose secretary = 
Morton) was and is also hon. sec. to the Associated Provincial Law 
Sccieties, and whose views on this matter can be gathered from his 
speech at the meeting of the 28th ult., in opposition to my resolution. 
Moreover, is it of any significance that -the tleman who was 
secretary of my society, secre of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, and a member of the don Council, was also one of the 
sub-committee of the Council deputed to advise on the future 
of the Council with to Land Transfer? Is it er amp hat 
told my right-hand neighbour I considered the resolution a dummy 
put up only to be withdrawn after a shew of discussion ? Indeed, the 

roposer stated that he moved it with a view of eo temsen 4 the 

eeling of the meeting. The hollowness of the proceeding was shewn 

by tke indiscretion of the gentleman, who, a few minutes later, 
proposed that the meeting should confirm and endorse the resolutions 
of the Council. I asked him to consider how the meeting could 
endorse something which had not been done. This appeared to 
embarrass him, and, leaving his seat, he walked round to the two 
secretaries, with whose assistance he formulated the amendment which 
was ultimately carried, and which was almost word for word identical 
with the resolutions in the confidential document I had before me. 
The first resolution was then withdrawn. Now, after ‘‘H.” had 
assented to the withdrawal of the resolution, I assume that for 
some explained reason ‘the eu t proceedings interested him 
no more,” or he would not state, as he does, that the Yorkshire 
representatives did not protest against the course oe. I 
thought at the time, and I still think, that I protested — tically 
enough, and that I said sufficient to stop what I suspected might be 
the intention of the Council—viz., to affirm that in abandoning - 
tion they were only followi 
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report in the following July, as ‘‘H.’’ does. These facts ought to 
be sufficient to preclude the meeting of the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies from being utilized as any excuse or warranty for the 
action of the Council. 

Subsequently (I do not know when, but the fact is clearly stated 
by the Council in their July report of last year), and without any 
further communication or consultation with either their members or 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies, the Council determined to 
support the measure, the Lord Chancellor having undertaken to obtain 
certain amendments which did not in any manner affect the principle 
of compulsion. 

I agree in the main with what “ H.” says about organization and 
leaders generally, but the fact remains that, without their leaders, a 
comparatively small section of the profession fought to the end, and 
demonstrated their determination not to stultify themselves. 

I think it quite reasonable to assert that ‘‘ support”’ of a measure 
implies “approbation”; otherwise what is to be thought of a body 
of intelligent, honourable men who support a measure which they 
disapprove? Did they or did they not a second time stultify them- 
selves by writing in disapprobation of an Act they had supported 

“‘H.” need not trouble his imagination at all as to the complaints 
raised by my resolution being serious. That ought to be self-evident 
to anyone, seeing that twelve societies passed and forwarded to the 
Council resolutions supporting it. And what can be the use of the 
arguments in the last paragraph of his letter when the Council, by 
supporting the measure, enabled and justified the Government in 
stating to the House of Commons that the solicitors of the country 
did not oppose, but approved, the Bill. I thought Mr. Gedge, in his 
speech on my resolution, made this clear. It is now, however, the 
palpable, undeniable fact that in this matter, at any rate, the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom did not, and 
does not, represent the profession of the country. 

Calverley-chambers, Leeds, Feb, 23. ARTHUR MIDDLETON. 





THE APPLICATION OF THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897, TO 
LONDON. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—There can be no manner of doubt that the sole consideration 
which will guide the authorities in extending the trial of this Act to 
the whole of the administrative county of London will simply be 
the convenience and unfettered will of the Land Registry officials, 
without the slightest regard to the public advantage or benefit, 
whatever may have, so far, as a matter of tactics and courtesy, been 
alleged to the contrary. It must never be forgotten that the 
measure was conceived, and has been pushed and passed, exclu- 
sively in the interests, and for the benefit, of the Land Registry 
officials, and of officialism generally. 

It would never have been in the power of anyone, whether 
solicitors or others, to defer or delay the passing of a measure for the 
compulsory registration of land, unless such registration had no 
sufficient merits to recommend its enforcement upon an unwilling 


Tivendy two breaches of assurances, on the faith of which the 
measure was passed in its present form, have been committed by the 
authorities, who were in such hot haste to put the measure into 
operation that they ignored the Parliamentary pledges which helped 
to secure the passing of the Act in the expiring hours of the Parlia- 
mentary Session. ‘This is a very bad beginning and does not augur 
well for the future. 

It is confessed on all hands that the extension of the trial of the 
experiment to the whole of the administrative county of London is 
monstrous and unnecessary. So much of the whole county of Middle- 
sex as remains within the administrative county of London would form 
an ample area to afford a reasonable and proper trial of the experi- 
ment. But the authorities, having got the power, will be certain to 
exercise it to the fullest extent, if for no other reason than of 
acting hostilely to what is called ‘‘the lower branch of the pro- 
fession,” who have simply opposed the measure on its merits, and 
who have no power, even if they had the desire (which they have 
not) to frustrate any really useful and beneficial legislation. 

Mr. B. G. Lake has practically admitted that he has now but 
little, if any, influence to induce the authorities to act reasonably. 
Probably, however, he may be willing to use his influence as a 
member of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society to insure the 
appointment of a committee, with some Yorkshire blood and deter- 
mination, to watch narrowly and wisely the manipulation of the 
conveyancing business of the administrative county of London by 
the Land Registry officials, 

No real importance can be attached to the recent decision of the 
London County Counci), which was given in absolute opposition to 
the evidence which they had themselves collected for the purpose of 


weight of testimony which the London County Council ignored, i§ — 
would be immediately set aside by the Divisional Court. FS 

The proposal of Mr. Rubinstein that the London County Couneil” 
should appoint a committee to watch the adoption of the measurg — 
would, I think, be of little use. The Land Registry officials having” 
now got the matter entirely in their own hands, are not likely to 
any real attention—though probably as a matter of cour 
and policy they would profess to do so—to any suggestions whi 
might be made by the London County Council in dealing with the 
matter. They would probably be told to mind their own business or 
‘non possumus,”” 

Compulsory registration is either good orbad. If, as the promoters 
of the Act profess to believe, it is good, they can well afford to wait 
the result of a trial within a reasonable area. But then, as most 
people think it is not the heaven-sent boon which has been pro- 

hesied, it is well to confine the experiment within reasonable 
imits. 

There is every reason why a resolute stand should be made, if it is 
now possible to do so, to confine the operation within somethi 
like sensible limits. But, as I have said, and as you have remark 
the convenience of the Land Registry officials and other authorities 
interested therein will, there is too much reason to suppose from the 
—_ already displayed, be the sole consideration which will guide 
the extension of the experiment to the whole administrative county 
of London as rapidly as possible. 

Since one of the main recommendations of the measure is that it is 
largely ‘‘ to interfere with the lawyers’ profits,” and to practical 
hand over conveyancing business to the Land Registry officials, 
would seem to be fair that those who are engaged therein should pay 
something in the way of a certificate duty for having taken out of the 
hands of solicitors, without any real advantage to the public, a large 
proportion of the profits which now legitimately belong to the * 
“lower branch of the profession.” W. J. FRASER. 

2, Soho-square, W., Feb. 23. 





THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—It appears by your report of the discussion that took place at 
the county council on the 1th inst. that Mr. H. L. W. Lawson 
stated that I had written many letters to the press and bad asserted 
that “the Attorney-General must know he was talking nonsense 
when he said that the cost of transfer would be reduced by one-fifth 
under the Land Transfer Act,” &c. Kindly allow me to say that 
Mr. Lawson was wholly mistaken, as I have never referred to any- 
thing the Attorney-General said in any of the letters I have written 
to the press. J. 8. RUBINSTEIN. 
5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, Feb. 22. 





SETTLEMENT ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—With reference to the question raised by Mr. Ling in your 
last issue, and your comment thereon, if Mr. Ling will refer to the 
supplement to Mr. Soward’s Handbook, just published, he will find 
that, acting on a decision in the Palatine Court of Lancashire, the 
commissioners now consider that section 19 of the Finance Act, 1896, 
is prospective only. In the case mentioned by Mr. Ling the settle- 
ment estate duty would therefore appear to be payable out of the 
residuary estate. Cus. H. PICKEN. 
East Dulwich, Feb. 22. 

[Although it appears that the commissioners have altered their 
view, we have not altered ours.—Eb. S. J.] 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Oxper or Court. 
Tuesday, the 22nd day of February, 1898. 


Whereas, the Honourable Mr. Justice Gorell Barnes has, at my 
request, with the consent of the President of the Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division, consented to continue to sit and act as an 
additional judge of the Chancery Division until further order, for the 
purpose of trying or hearing such of the causes and matters by the 
order, dated the 3ist January, 1898, transferred to him as are undis- 
posed of, and also such further causes and matters as I shall assiga 
to him. And, whereas the said President has also consented to sit 
and act as an additional judge of the Chancery Division for the 
purpose of the hearing or the trial of such of the said causes or 
matters asthe said Mr, Justice Gorell Barnes shall request him to 





se them in coming to a conclusion as to vetoing the trial of 
experiment. If the verdict of a jury had been given against the 
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matters assigned to Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. 
Justice Romer, and Mr. Justice Byrne, should for the purpose onl 
of hearing or of trial be transferred to the said Mr. Justice Gorell 
Barnes; now I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Earl of 
Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order 
that the several causes and matters set forth in the schedales 0, 
be accordingly transferred from the said Mr. Justice North, Mr. 
Justice Stirling, Mr. Justice Romer, and Mr, Justice Byrne, to Mr. 
Justice Gorell Barnes (as such additional judge of the Chan 
Division) for the purpose only of hearing or of trial, and be mark 
in the cause books accerdingly. And this order is to be drawn up by 
the registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery Division 
of the High Court of Justice. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice NorTu. 
1897. 


The Automatic Brake Syndicate (Gardner’s Patent) 1d v New Enfield 
Cycle Cold 1897 A 60 May 4 
Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld vJ & J Robertson 1d 


May 7 

Mander v Hurt 1896 M 3,158 May 8 

Swail v Child 1896 8S 3,917 May8 

In re Clegg Colepeper vColepeper 1896 C 3,623 Mey 10 

Daniel & Arter v Whitehouse 1897 D 148 May 11 

Todd v Amyott 1897 T 200 May il 

Morley v Stanley 1896 M 3,375 May12 

In re The Dunlop, Truffault Cycle & Tube Manufacturing Co 1d & Co’s 
Acts motion May 19 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Green May 27 


1897 D_ 538 


1896 D 1,642 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Strruina. 


Vestry of St Mary, Battersea v County of London, &c, Lighting Co 
Id 1896 B 5,215 May 1 
Crump v Arrowsmith 1897 C 104 May3 


Croysdale v Sunbury-on-Thames Urban District Council 1897 C 
498 May 14 

Barrett v Barrett 1897 B 1,844 May 18 

De Young v Chandler 1897 D 291 May 20 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Stone 1896 P _ 1,760 


May 20 
Blaiberg v Mear 1896 B 4,988 May 25 
Pretcher v New Rio Tinto Copper Cold 1897 P 189 May 25 
The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Smith’s Patent ld 1897 D 
381 May 28 
Selby v Rose, Downs, & Thompson ld 1896 8S 2,038 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice RomEr. 


Hetley v Webber 1896 H 4,067 May11 

Ingram v Langley 1897 I 445 May 12 

Hauteuville vy Hauteuville 1896 H 3,526 May 14 

Edison Bell Phonograph Corpn ld v Rigg 1897 69 June 23 

Incaudescent Gas Light Co ld v New Incandescent (Sunlight Patent) 
Gas Lighting Cold 1896 I 1,994 June 26 

Inman v Bishop 1896 I 2,133 July 5 

In re Letters Patent, No 10,644 of 1887 and 13,443 of 1889, granted 
to Carl Haggenmacher petition July 10 

In re Hattersley & Jackson’s Patent, No 22,928 of 1895, &c petition 
Aug 7 

C Wilson & Sons v Arden, Hill, & Co 1896 W 3,688 Sept 16 

Garstin (trading, &c) v Stafford 1897 G 687 Nov 1é 


FOURTH SCHEDULE. 
From Mr, Justice BYRNE. 
1896 R 1,975 Jan 30 


May 29 


Robertson v Gavin 


In re Oakley March vy Oakley 1896 O 1,502 Jan 30 

In re Powell Powell v Powell 1895 P 247 Febl 

Holthouse v Dessau 1896 H 1,400 Feb1 

Dessau v Grueber 1896 D 608 Feb3 

Robarts v Ormrod 1896 R 1,543 Feb3 

Genn v East Kerrier Rural District Council 1896 G 1,528 Feb3 


Bernard v Nash 1896 B 1,269 Feb3 
Bateman v Hertz 1896 B 2,394 Feb4 
Way v Way adjdsumns Feb 4 
Harssury, C. 
F. H. Jxeunsz, P. 








It is stated that the exhibition of the late Sir Frank Lockwood's 
tketches at the St. James’s Gallery, Piccadilly, will be opened on Monday, 


the 28th inet. 


ee 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. i 
THE GLENGYLE. No. 1, 16th Feb. : 
Sair—Satvacs—Satvacr Sreamens—Princirie or AssessMEnr. 


Appeal from the judgment of Barnes, J., in an action of salvage. The 
action was brought by the plaintiffs, as the owners of the ealvage steamers 
Hermes and Newa, and by the masters and crews of the steamers, to 
recover ie for services rendered to the steamship Glengyle, her 
and ht, in August, 1897. The Hermes was a screw steamer of 304 
tons ter, fitted a eee to 750 indicated horse power 
with a pumping capacity of 2,750 tons per and crew 
ieee aoe hands, and of the value of £22,000. was 
screw steamer of 459 tons register, fitted with 750 
indicated horee power with a pumping capacit 5,000 tons per hour and 
manned by a crew of twenty-one hands, and of the 
Both the steamers were specially built for and solely employed in render- 
ing salvage services, and were ¢q with divers and diving apparatus 
and powerful engines cal panes other salving appliances. On the 
26th of August the st ip Glengyle, of 3,455 tons gross register, on her 
voyage with passengers and cargo from London t> China, came into 
co. m with the steamship Coronet in the Straits of Gibraltar, and sus- 
tained serious way of the engine-room and commenced 
sink. The Hermes and The Newa were lying at Gibraltar with steam up, 
and chortly after 3 a.m., in response to signals from the signal-station at 
Gibraltar, they proceeded to sea and found The Glengyle several 
miles away to the south-west with her -room full of water, 
her fires drowned out, large ae ~ of water in her 
and no cone on board of . She was gradually settling 
down. The master of The Glengyle, from a boat, astecere { that his 
vessel should be towed to Gibraltar if she would keep afloat long enough. 
The Hermes and Newa were made fast, the former ahead and the latter 
lashed to the starboard side of The Glengyle. As it appeared improbable 
that The Glengyle could reach Gibraltar, it was to steer for 
Getares Bay, the nearest shore with a sandy bottom, where Zhe G le 
could be beached. The G@ le was @ lly beached in Getares 
at 6 a.m. onthe 26th. The holes in her sides were patched by divers, the 
pumping gear of the salving steamers set to work, and at night The 
Glengyle was floated, and on the 27th was taken to Gibraltar Bay, where 
further work was done by the divers to the damaged places, and the 
umping was continued until the 28th, when The Glengyle was able to keep 
the water with her donkey-pump. The value of The Glengyle and of 


- 


: 


her cargo and freight, when salved, was at £76,596. Barnes, J., 
in giving judgment, said that the ment maintenance of 
salvage steamers were for the general benefit of owners and underwriters 
and others interested, and the crews and ers of such veseels, and 
the Admiralty Court would be liberal in its awards in of services 
rendered by salvage steamerr, even though the awards ht fall some- 
what heavily on individual owners. He accordi a ed the sum of 


£19,000 to the owners, masters and crews of Zhe Hermes and Newa in 
equal moieties to each ship. The defendants appealed and contended 
that the award was excessive. 

Tue Court (A. L. Surru, Currry, and Corus, L JJ.), dismissed the 


appeal. 
A. L. Surrn, L.J., said that, u the advice of their the 
court came to the conclusion that The Glengyle was in cots ween 
state that if the salvage vessels had not come to her assistance she would 
have sunk with her cargo. The salvage vessels and their crews also 
incurred considerable danger. If this been a case of ealvage 
rendered by ordinary tugs or by a chance vessel he would have thought 
that £19,000 would have been too much to award. But these a 
veseels were kept at great expense exclusively for salvage services, and 
could not shut his eyes to the fact that, unless these salvage vessels had 
been kept at Gibraltar, The Glengyle and her cargo would have been lost. 
Taking’ all these circumstances into account, he could not say that the 
learned judge had awarded too large a sum. 

Currry, L.J., concurred. This case was, in his opinion, not a new 
departure, but these salvage vessels introduced a new factor into the case. 
It was important to encourage persons to keep sal vessels at an 
important port like Gibraltar. He could not say that the sum awarded 
was excessive. 

Couns, L J., concurred.—Counsex, Sir R. 7. Reid, Q.C., Aspinall, Q.0., 
and Butler Aspinall ; F. W. Raikes, Q.C., and Dawson Miller, Soxicrrons, 
Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley ; W. A. Crump § Son. 


[Reported by W. F. Ranny, Barrister-at-law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re LORD MONSON’S SETTLED ESTATES. Romer, J. 19th and 
28rd Feb. 


Serrtep Lanp Act—Esrates Serriep vy Witt—Incumpersp Estates 
Serrtep on Ipgnticat Liarrations—Discuarce or IxcumBRaNcEs BY 
Moxrteace or Boru Esrarzs. 


This was a tummons under the Settled Land Acts map epee | maiiog 
the questio " re the equity o emp in estate B, 
been settled on trusts which in the events which ha: eo to 

has 





The number rent in is considerably over 500. 
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identical with those on which estate A. an unincum I 
valuable estate is settled, and the mo:tgage on estate B. to be 




















~ private residence.” 
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" Fesidence. 
. that she intends to use it a boarding-house er adjacent school, and to 
_ take in there governesces and pupils On paying terms tO make a profit, and 
, 60 wee the house as an adjunct to the school. In my opinion that is 
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off, it may not be permissible, it being for the benefit of all parties 
terested, that the debt should be paid off by a mortgage of both A. and 
B. estates. Under the will of the fifth Lord Monson, dated in 1841, the 
——, Lord Oxenbridge, was tenant for life of certain settled estates, 
he was tenant for life also of certain estates conveyed to the uses of 
the said will in 1889. In 1892 the applicant brought into settlement—i.c , 
under trusts similar to those of the said will and conveyance of 1889, 
certain other Lincolnshire property which was subject to heavy incum- 
brances, particularly one for £52,650 to the Law Life Office. Recently, 
in ¢ uence of the depreciation of the value of land in Lincolnshire, 
the Law Life Office had given notice calling in their mortgage. With 
the exception of a certain jointure and power to charge annuities which 
could be released, the limitations in the two settlements—i.¢., the will of 
1841 and conveyance of 1889, being considered one, and the deed of 1892 
the other, were identical, and the persons interested and the trustees 
were the same in both cases, and all concurred in the present application. 
Under these circumstances Lord Oxenbridge took out the present sum- 
mons asking for an order declaring that he had power to raise upon the 
hereditaments comprised in both settlements the sums required to meet 
the incumbrances on the second property. 
Romer, J., stated the legal point raised, and said that, in his opinion, it 
would be clearly beneficial to the settled estates as a whole that the 
application should te complied with. The cases of Re Mundy's Settled 
Estates (1891, 1 Ch. 399) and Re Byng’s Setthd Estates (1892, 2 Oh. 219) 
were decisions that two instruments could constitute one settlement 
vnder section 2, sub-section 1, of the Act, and that if estate A. had 
been subject to the mortgage the fresh mortgage might have been on 
estate B. He saw no reason why there should be any distinction in the 
preeent and converse care. The only ground suggested for making a 
distinction was that to allow that a second estate might be settled in the 
fame way as a prior estate co as to become one with it for all purposes 
under the Settled Land Act, might lead to acts of fraud. It was suggested 
that the mortgagor of estate B., who was tenant for life of the settled 
estate A., might settle the worthless equity of redemption of B., and then 
free himself from his perzonal liability as mortgagor by getting estate A. 
to pay the mortgage debt. Butin reality such a case of fraud could not 
practically be carried out, for, apart from the difficulty of getting trustees 
appointed or to accept office on the settlement of a wortbless property 
like B., before any mortgage of es‘ate A. could be made, notice would have 
to be given to the trustees under section 45 of the Act of 1882, and they 
would at once put a stop to the attempted fraud by obtaining an injunction 
as in Hampden. The Earl of Buckinghamshire (1893, 2 Ch. 531). A mere 
euggestion that fraud might be attempted ought not to interfere with the 
utility of the decision in Re Mundy’s Settled Estates. In ordinary cases, 
when two estates were settled in the same way, it was most useful to the 
beneficiaries that the two should be treated together for the purposes of 
the Settled Land Act, and it would impair the usefulness of the Act to 
limit it 80 as to exclude an application in the way contended for by the 
respondents to the summons. He held that what was proposed to be 
done could be lawfully done, and he therefore, and for the reasons given, 
made an order as prayed.—CounseL, Farwell, Q.C., and F. C. Wright; 
Nevilve, Q.C., and Ribton ; Onslow. Sorscrrons, Stileman, Neate, § Toynbee, 
for Toynbee, Larken, § Toynbee, Lincoin ; Crawley ¢ Co. 


Reported by Ratzeu B. Pai.trorrs, Barrister at-Law.) 


HOBSON ». TULLOCH. Romer, J. 18th Feb. 


Covrwant—Conveyance or Frrsuotp—Restriction Acatnst Ustr OTHer- 
WISE THAN AS Privatgs RestpENck —BoOARDING-HOUSE. 


Motion. This was a motion to restrain the defendant from using a 
certain dwelling-house called ‘* Whitefriars,’’ situated on the Cotton 
Estate in Hampstead, for the purposes of any trade or manufacture, or 
for any other purpose than a private residence. The facts were as 
follow: In 1886 the plaintiff sold the houre ‘‘ Whitefriars,’’ which was 
the largest houee on the Cotton Estate, to one John Saner, and in the 
conveyance was contained a covenant on the part of the purchaser that he, 
his heirs and assigns would observe the stipulations in the echedule 
thereto. The material covenant was ‘‘not to use and occupy, or permit 
to be ueed or occupied, the said messuage or dwelling-house for the 
purpose of any trade or manufacture, or for_any other purpose than a 
) In September, 1897, the defendant purchased the fee 
eilmpte of t ouse ‘* Whitefriars’’ from the mortgagees of John Saner. 
The defendant kad carried on for some years, and was still carrying on, 
a@ girls’ school on premises in West Hampstead, about half a mile distant 
from ‘* Whitefriars,’’ and not on the Cotton Estate. The point at issue 
was whether her proposed user of the house ‘‘ Whitefriars” as a house 
where pupils attending the school and governesses might be boarded was 
an infringement of the above-mentioned covenant. The defendant 
stated that she did not intend to use the house ‘‘ Whitefriars ” as a school, 
or to put up any board or to advertise that thore premises were in any 
way connected with her echool. It was insisted on behalf of the plaintiff 
that in effect the proposed user as a boarding-house for pupils was part 
of the school business, and for the defendant that there was nothing in 
such user inconsistent with use as a private residence and no detriment to 
the neighbours. Reference was made to German v. Chapman (25 W. R. 
802, 7 Oh. D. 271), and Rolls v. Miller (32 W. R. 386, 27 Uh. D. 71). 

Romar, J.—The question raised in this cage is a very short point— 
namely, whether what the defendant proposes to do will not amount to 
the use of the house “‘ Whitefriars’”’ for a purpose other than a private 
In wy opinion it would be such a use. On the facts it is clear 


practically a business and not using the house as a private residence within 
the ordinary acceptance of the term, any more than if it was proposed to” 
use it as a lodging-house. It does not seem to me material as to whether ~ 
or not there is any advertisement of the proposed user. he question ig” 
aye or nay, Would the proposed user be using the house as a private” 
residence? In my opinion it would not, and I so decide.—Covunsut, 
Farwell, Q.0,, and 7. F. Hobson ; Neville, Q.C., and H. C. Gollan. Soxtcte” 
tors, Edwards § Cohen; William Haigh. 

[Reported by Rauecu B, Patttrorrs, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re OLYMPIA (LIM.). Wright, J. 17th Feb. 


Company—WInvING urp—MusrgasANcE—PromoTen—Fipuctary Positiox = 
Secret Prorir. 


Misfeasance summons. The official receiver and liquidator asked forg 
declaration that Mr. Montague Gluckstein was guilty of misfeasance and 
breach of trust, in that he and others, while promoters and directors of 
Olympia had secretly for their own use out of the purchase-money paid by 
the company obtained and retained the sum of £6,341, which had been 
divided among them. The summons asked that Mr. Gluckstein might be 
ordered to repay the whole amount with interest. In 1892 the grounds 
and buildings of Olympia were tte property of the National Agricultura] 
Ha)l Co. (Limited), a company then in liquidation, it was also subject to 
debentures for £100,000, and to a second mortgage for £10,000. A syndi- 
cate of thirty-three persons, afterwards called the Freehold Syndicate, was 
formed, of which Mr. Gluckstein and the other persons mentioned in the 
summons were the founders and trustees, as well as members, and this 
syndicate, by purchasing the debentures and the mortgage, was alleged 
to have made a profit of about £20,000. The £6,341 named in the summons 
was said to be the share of Gluckstein and the other trustees in this profit. 
A form of agreement, dated the 19th of January, 1893, was drawn up 
for signature, each on a separate print, by the thirty-three members of the 
syndicate. This agreement recited that the syndicate ‘‘ proposes to 
purchase Olympia, Kensington, Middlesex, with a view to the resale 
thereof either to a company to be registered under the Companies Acts, or 
to some other purchaser.’’ Each subscriber was to subscribe a certain 
amount, paying a deposit on signing the agreement, and the trustees were 
to do their best to purchase Olympia on behalf of the syndicate and to 
resell it at such reasonable advance in — as would cover the charges 
and expenses and yield a bonus for division amongst the subscribers to the 
agreement. The trustees had also power to purchase as an interim 
investment any first mortgage bonds of the National Agricultural Hall 
Co. (Limited). In February, 1893, the Olympia property was sold ~ 
by auction by the chief clerk in the debenture-holders’ action against the 
National Agricultural Hall Co. for £140,000 to Mr. John Hart, acting for 
the trustees of the syndicate, and this sum was sufficient to pay the 
expenses of the liquidation and to pay in respect of the debentures and 
the mortgage a sum sufficient to give the profit of about £20,000 above 
mentioned. On the 20th of March, 1893, the syndicate trustees entered 
into an agreement with Mr. Charles Close, as trustee for an intended 
company (atterwards registered in 1893 as Olympia (Limited) ), for the sale 
of the Olympia property to the company for £180,000, made up of (a) 
£20,000 paid into court as deposit under the agreement for 
sale with the liquidator of the National Agricultural Hall Co. ; (6) 
as tv £120,000 paid into court or as might be directed by the 
judge; and (c) as to the balance of about £40,000 paid to the | 
vendors, the trustees of the syndicate. Clause 7 provided that the 
vendors were to pay the preliminary expenses, and that ‘‘ the validity of 
this agreement shall not be impeached on the ground that the vendors 
parties hereto, as promoters or otherwise, stand in a fiduciary relation to 
the company, nor shall the vendors parties hereto be required to account 
for any profit made or to be made by them by the purchase of any deben- 
tures of the National Agricultural Hall Co. (Limited), or of any other 
charges upon any of the property of the last-mentioned company, which 
are to be Ttisfied wholly or in part out of the fund paid or to be paid 
into court in the said action.” Olympia (Limited) was registered shortly 
afterwards with a capital of £155,000 in £5 shares, one of the objects of 
the company, as stated in the memorandum of association, being to ado; 
and carry into effect the agreement of the 20th of March, 1893. T 
agreement was afterwards adopted by the company. In March the 
company issued a prospectus to the public inviting subscriptions for shares 
and debentures. ‘The directors were stated be be Messrs. Joseph Lyons, 
Jobn Hart, H. T. Hartley, and Montague Gluckstein, and the prospectus 
disclosed the fact that the directors were also the vendors, and that 
£140,000 had been paid for the property, and algo the price to be paid by 
Olympia (Limited). The agreement of the 20th of March, 1893, was 
mentioned by the usual reference to the date and parties to it, but the 
profit made out of the debentures and mortgage was not stated. 

Wuiont, J., held that in February, 1893, the respondent was not @ 
promoter; it was impossible to say what his position would have been if 
he had been a promoter. He and the others mentioned in the summons 
had bought the property out of their own money and were perfectly free 
to do what they liked with it, and they were, therefore, not in a fiduciary 
position to any person or body. If they had really been promoters he 
should be very sorry to say that J peer words like those in the agreement 
of the 20th of March, 1893, should make people think that such a pro- 
vision would be sufficient to protect those who were really promoters. 
The application was dismissed with costs.—CounszL, 4. 7. Lawrence, Q.0., 
and Kirby ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C.,and Muir Mackenzie. Soicrrors, ‘ 











Oliver ; Lewis $ le 
(Reported by C, W. Meap, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
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_y~ High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
MANDER v. RIDGWAY. Div. Court. 15th Feb. 


Praactice—County Court—Evipencs—Document—Svrrictgncy or Stamp 
—Rvuixe or Country Court Jupez—Ricur or Appzat—Oounty Courts 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 164—Onp. XXXIX., nz, 8. 


This was an appeal from a decision of a county court judge, and the 
question raised was whether there is any appeal from a county court udge 
who has held that a document has or has not been properly stamped. 
this case an instrument on which the action was t was uced by 
the plaintiff and was found to be stamped with six penny —- stamps. 
The defendant objected to its admission, on the ground that it was not 
sufficiently stamped. The learned judge held that it was properl: 
stamped. The defendant appealed, asking for a new trial, on the 
that there had been a wrongful admission of evidence. In of the 

it was contended that there is a general right of ap given by 
section 120 of the County Courts Act, 1888, and the follo case was 
cited: Neptune Steam Navigation Co. v. Sclater, The Delano (43 W. R. 65; 
1895, P. 40). For the respondent it was contended that there is no  *: 
to appeal, and there is no authority to shew that such a right exists. 
section 31 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
125), stamp appeals are prohibited. When a judge in the High Court 
rules that a document is sufficiently stamped his decision is final: Siordet 
vy. Kuczynski (4 W. R. 153, 17 C. B. 251) and Blewitt v. Tritton (41 W. R. 
36; 1892, 2 Q. B. 327). By section 164 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
it is enacted that in any case not expressly by that Act provided for, the 
general principles of practice in the High Oourt of Justice may be 
adopted and applied to actions and matters in the county courts. There- 
fore there is no right of appeal in this case. Ord. 39, r. 8, provides that 
‘a new trial shall not be granted by reason of the ruling of any judge 
that the stamp upon any document is sufficient, or that the document 
does not require a stamp. 

Tue Court (Maruew and Waicut, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Maruew, J., in giving judgment, eaid there could be no appeal in such 
a case. By eection 164 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the general 
principles of practice of the High Court of Justice are applied to the 
county courts in matters not otherwise provided for. In this case the 
learned county court judge has held that a certain document tendered in 
evidence was properly stamped. In the h Court it is expressly pro- 
vided, by ord. 39, r. 8, that such a decision is final, and therefore such a 
decision in the county court must be final, and there is no right of 


a) . 
RIGHT, J., concurred. A dismissed.—Counset, W. Graham ; 


“ 


ppeal 
* Macaskie. Soutcrrors, Digby § Riddell, for H. $ E. H. Small, Birmingham ; 


Field, Roscoe, § Co., for W. L. Whitehorn, Banbury. 
[Reported by E. G. Srituwett, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MONESWELL AND OTHERS (Petitioners) v. 
(Respondent). Div. Court. 11th and 12th Feb. 


Exection Psrrirron—Scuoot Boarp Exscrion—Rzcount—VA.ipity oF 
Exzction—Batior Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 33), 8. 2. 


Special case stated for the opinion of the court by order of Kennedy, J., 
dated the 2lst of December, 1897, and made under section 93, sub- 
section 7 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, in the matter of an 
election petition touching the election for the office of members of the 
School for London for the Chelsea Division held on the 25th of 
November, 1897. There were eight candidates for the five seats at the 
election, and in the order of the number of the votes given to the 
candidates, the fourth (Viscount Morpeth) had 13,292 votes; the fifth 
(Mr. William Thompson, the respondent) had 13,221 votes; and the sixth 
(Mr. Leslie Johnson) had 13,218. The first five of the candidates were 
declared by the returning officer in the usual manner to be elected. The 
fifth or last of the successful candidates was Mr. Thom » the respon- 
dent, and the sixth in order, being the first encusseadial euadiiieda: was 
Mr. Leslie Johnson. A petition was presented against the return of the 
said William Thompson (the respondent) alleging that mistakes had been 
made in the counting of the ballot-papers and the votes recorded thereon 
in favour of the respondent and of Mr. Leslie Johnson, and that by 
reason of such mistakes the result of the poll had not been truly ascer- 
tained and that the majority of votes declared in favour of the respondent 
was an apparent majority only, and that the said Mr. Leslie Johnson had 
8 majority of lawful and valid votes at the election. The petition prayed 


LORD THOMPSON 


ht to have been returned. Kennedy, J., ordered that the 
raised by the petition should be stated as a special case by Mr. Oooke of 
the Election Petitions Office, and that the ballot papers and 
votes recorded thereon in favour of the said Leslie Johnson 

the respondent respectively should be re-counted before Mr. 
and that he should state the result of the recoun 


t in the special case and 
that such only of the ballot papers as might be in dispute at the end of the 
recount should be annexed to the case. Such examination and recount 
took place, with the result that Mr. Leslie Johnson had 13,183 votes, and 
the respondent had 13,176 votes; and there were in addition, 23 ballot 
papers remaining in ute at the end of the recount. The respondent 
stated he would contend—whether the examination of the disputed ballot 
papers shewed that Mr. Johnson had a majority or not over the - 

t—that itis in any case not sufficient for the menely to 
shew a majority for Mr. Johnson over the respondent, without further 





pall, aud thes Mr. Leslie Johnson was one of ouch Bek 
as 
Mr. Johnson that Mr Janes fad a loaee cake ol oi oe 
respondent, but that upon a recount cf ot Se. eels, serene 60. 
election, the respondent was not among the five snocessful candidates, 
answer to this fection the petitions alleged Catas the first four 
candidates, the o declaration of the result of the not having been 
questioned by petition, is now conclusive as to their election and as to 
number of votes polled for each of them, and that it was sufficient for 
the petitioners so shew that upon the recount as between the respondent 
and Mr. Johnson, Mr. Johnson had the larger number of votes. The 
result of the adjudication by the court of the disputed ballot was 
to place Mr. Jo in a majority of five over respondent, and the 
question of law was then argued as to whether—as the petitioners 
pal epg bern A cng elgg Se tg ority 
over respondent, or whether—as respondent alleged—that 
the petitioners must also shew, in order to unseat the respondent, 
that upon a recount of the whole votes for all the candidates, he (the 


seqgentant) Git not come witht Gio Set Spe aunceaies. 

& Court (Hawxins and Onannagtt, JJ.), without calling ee the 
petitioners, held that as there was no petition presented against the votes 
recorded for the first four candidates within the twenty-one days allowed, 
and as there was no recount asked in respect of 
as declared by the returning officer under section 2 of the 
was final as regards them, and that such result could not be questioned in 
the present case ; 
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lawful —_ = the age — aby Wit as 
respondent.—Counsei, 8. H. itloug illiams ; Yarboroug 
Anderson. Soxicrrors, Radford # Frcationt 5 Lewin ¢ Co. 

[Reported by Sir Suzrston Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.| 
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COLBECK v. ASHFORD. Div. Court. 15th Feb. 

Justices—Szka Fisuerres—Trawt Ner. 

ames pape ne Serer Bad ogre the Intinn Or 
e East Riding o' coun! Bridling- 
ton, on the 4th of , 1897, of Oatteck eo 
tion preferred tee tasy ome =" of the (Hagel alba, District, 
t) the said Colbeck with unlawfully using in for séa fish a 
trawl contrary to that bye-law. Bye-law 1 is as : “ Within 
the North-Eastern Sea Fisheries Ae be otherwise - 
vided by the 13th section of the Sea Act, 1888, a 


person ehall not use in 
or any net having a beam 
P along or over the bottom 
over the sea shore, or any seine net, 
net, or offal net.” It was proved 
ap t was in 
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was an “‘ otter” trawl a trawl of a new construction. It had 
no beam across from side to side as found in the usual form of trawl 
new 


nets, but it had two “' otter’’ boards fixed b 
and these were kept apart p fa oc motion 


held a line across instead ofa beam. The magistrates convicted the 
appellant and fined him £10 and costs, and ordered the fishing net to be 
confiscated. The defendant then , and the question for the court 
was whether the said bye-law toan “‘otter’’ trawl, or whether 
the fact that the appellant was using such trawl excluded him from the 
een = te eee. oe ee contended that the 
bye-law only applies to a trawl net a beam. The net used by the 
appellant was a new retand was not contemplated when the bye-law was 


i 


‘rong lg bye-law referred to any trawl net with a 
80 ; 

Tus Covrt (Maruew and Waicut, JJ.) dismissed the 
that the words of the bye-law must be construed 


: 
; 


They meant that one may not use a trawl net or net with a beam or 
any imitation. A beam is not an essential: part of a trawl net. The 
were right in convicting the appellant and the conviction 


: 
Ee 
1 


che glo was not for the court to interfere in 





A unNsEL, Isaacs; Kemp. Souscrrons, 0. J. Smith ¢ 
udson ; Harefield § Lambert, Hull. 
[Reported by E. G. Srituwe.., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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appellant in the first case, had had numerous contracts for differences 
with George Gregory & Co., and on the Ist of February, 1897, his account 
shewed winnings to the amount of about £220. On the 8th of February 
Waud direc George Gregory & Co. to purchase £200 Great Eastern 
Railway Stock, for investment ; and on the 9th of February directed them 
to apply his winnings to pay for the same. Gregory & Co. sent Mr. Waud 
a contract shewing that the £200 Great Eastern Stock was sold to him, but 
never delivered the stock. Upon the 3rd of April, 1897, Mr. Waud’s 
account again shewed considerable winnings, which he directed to be 
applied in purchase of Dover ‘‘ A’ Stock, but as in the other case Gregory 
& Co. fi to deliver. Mr. Waud proved for damages for the non-delivery 
of this stock, but the trustee rejected the proof on the ground that there 
was no consideration for Cronmire’s promise to deliver the stock, because 
Cronmire was not to get anything for it except a discharge or set-off of a 
claim for gambling differences. A further item in Mr. Waud’s proof was 
a claim for £60 cover, which had not been appropriated to losses at the 
time of Cronmire’s death. Mr. Chetham’s claim, which was argued with 
this part of Mr. Waud’s, was similar in nature but larger in amount 
The trustee rejected the claims for cover on the ground that they were 
irrecoverable under the Gaming Act, 1845, s. 18, as sums “ which shall 
have been deposited in the hands of any person to abide the event on 
which any wager shall have been made.’’ Mr. Waud and Mr. Chetham 
having both appealed, their cases were argued on the 11th and 25th of 
January, when judgment was reserved. 

Waicur, J., delivered judgment in favour of the appellants on the 19th 
of February. As to the first part of Mr. Waud’s claim, his lordship held 
that Cronmire’s contract to sell the Great Eastern Stock on the 8th of 
February shewed a written and real agreement made on that day by 
which Waud became bound to take up and pay in cash on the first day of 
the account, and Cronmire became bound to deliver on such payment 
being made. The next day, as appeared by a letter from Waud dated the 
9th of February, Waud proposed that, instead of cash passing, the pay- 
ment should be made out of the balance due to him, and Cronmire 
assented. That relieved Waud of the necessity for performing the con- 
dition of payment in cash, but did not otherwise alter Cronmire’s condi- 
tional contract to deliver, which was a good one when made. As to the 
claim for the Dover “‘ A ’’ Stock, his lordship came to the same conclu- 
sion, and allowed Mr. Waud to prove for damages for the non-delivery of 


















both the stocks. As to the claims of Mr. Waud and Mr. Chetham for 
unexhausted cover, his lordship, after fully reviewing the authorities on 
the subject held that cover so deposited maybe recovered by the depositor 
t any time before it has been appropria osses, aid that the taking 
steps-ta racove Ts in itself a sufficient renndiation of the gaming con- 
tract under which een deposited.—CounsEeL, Herbert Reed, Q.C., 
and Jsracl Davis; Carrington ; Robson, Q.C., and Macaskie. Soxicrrors, 


‘Atkinson § Dresser ; Lowless § Co. ; H. H. Boorne. 
[Reported by P. M. Faancxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE HARDWICKE SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of this society was held on Monday at the West- 
minster Palace Hotel. Mr. Edward Atkin, the president, was in the chair. 
The or S sw was the Lord Chancellor, and there were also present the 
Earl of Hardwicke, the Bishop of London, the Japanese Minister, the 
Chinese Minister, Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal (High Commissioner 
for Canada), the Siamese Minister, Mr. Justice Phillimore, Sir Francis 
Jeune, and many others. 

The Presipent, in proposing ‘‘ Our Guests,’’ congratulated the Lord 
Chancellor on the honour which her Majesty had been pleased to confer 


“u him ; and referred to his connection with the Hardwicke Society, and 


euid that a few of the members of the society wished to make him alittle 
presentation. A loving cup had been subscribed for by past and present 
officers and present members, and it was offered to Lord Halsbury as an 
expression of the regard they had for him. 

e cup was then filled with champagne, and the president drank from 
it to the health of the Lord Chancellor amid loud cheers. 

The Lorp Cuancextor, in reply, referred to the fact that fifty years ago 
he was one of the founders of the Hardwicke Society. He would like to 
mention that the Lord Hardwicke, after whom the society was named, 
twice refused office rather than compromise the principles which he held. 
He believed that if they searched the record of British history they would 
find no class more distinguished than lawyers for their determination to 
adhere to the principles which they professed, despite the common talk 
about place-hunting and self-seeking. His belief was that the lawyers 
were the really disinterested class of the community, and he thought they 
were the most liberal-minded and candid listeners and speakers in the 
community. It was not simply because they were lawyers, but because he 
believed the habit and education of lawyers, and the mode in which they 
were taught to recognize the fact of there being two sides of a question, 
was the best education any human being could receive. It was not, as 
a matter of fact, very easy to recognize the fact that one might be mis- 
taken. Most people thought they were certainly in the right, but he 
thought lawyers were apt to remember that they might possibly be in the 
wrong, and both lawyers and judges— especially the latter—were called 
upon to remember that they had to listen and not to make-up their minds 
until they had heard both sides. It would be undesirable for him, for 


many reasons, to point to object-lessons as to what was not a system of 
hearing both sides equally. All he could say was that the one thing 
which English lawyers and Englishmen, by reason of the education of 





English ays were apt to remember was that each man had a right tg 
be equally bh , and that equal force ought to be given to what he said, 
It was for that reason he believed that the t institution of trial by 
jury was one of the most efficient méans of education t» English people 
that kad ever been invented. He knew it was very easy to sneer and 
to make a joke of what the jury might do, but let any man consider what 
the importance of the administration of justice was to mankind, let him 
consider this—that each citizen in turn might be called upon, in every 
county in England, from time to time, to see and to take part in the 
administration of justice under the procedure of one of her Majesty’s 
judges. He wouldask any miu what could b> a better and more endar- 
ing education to anyone than t> have that kind of thing put before him ay 
one of the duties he had to fulfil, and to learn from that what the spirit of 
fairness was, and how important it was that they should have fair play 
insisted on as one of the institutions of their country. These were not 
times in which we could neglect that education. There was one coniola- 
tion that those could enjoy who, liks himself, could look back with fifty 
years’ experience of the Hardwicke Society, and that was the pleasure 
with which they saw that those who were to succeed them exhibited the 
same quality of determination to do right which they rememb>2red when 
they were themeelves young. Hedid not suppose there was any periodin 
the history of England when we had a more intelligent, a more coura- 
geous, and a more independent bar, and, as a natural consequence, flow. 
ing from those qualities, a more independent bench of judges. The Lord 
Chancellor concluded by thanking the subscribers to the cup for their 
gift, and asked the Hardwicke Society to keep it for him in memory of 
that night. 

Mr. Birrzit, M.P., proposed ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Judges,’’ to which Mr, 
Justice Puituimore responded. 

The Japangsz Minister proposed ‘‘ The Four Inns of Court,’’ which 
was acknowledged by Mr. Inpgrwicx, Q C. 

The Hon. M. M. Macnacuren gave ‘‘ The Visitors,’’ coupling with the 
toast the names of the Cutnesz Minister and Loxp SraratHcona AND 
Mount Royat. 

The Cutnese Minister, in reply, said that in his optical eye he sawa 
great and powerful Lord Chancellor before him. But in his mind’s eye 
he saw a great many potential Lords Chancellor, who, iu the ardour of 
their youth, were now pressing forward to the Woolsack. What struck 
a forsigner, and especially one who came from a very ancient nation, 
where antiquity was appreciated more than anything else, was the por- 
manence of English institutions, which, unlike individuals, did not appear 
to grow old with age. The Inns of Court had been good enough to give 
opportunities to Chinese students to study law. 

Mr. Hersert Paci proposed ‘‘ Kindred Societies,” to which the 
Parugstpents of the Oxrorp and Campriper Unions replied. 

The toast of ‘‘ The Hardwicke Society’’ was proposed by Mr. Crue, 
Q.C., and acknowledged by Mr. Czc1t Wausu (the vice-president) 





SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members is now 164. 

Land Transfer Act.—The familiar title of the Land Transfer Bill has 
now developed into the Land Transfer Act, which received the Royal 
Assent on the 6th of August, 1897. Part I. of the Act is a survival, in an 
emasculated form, of provisions in previous Bills destined to assimilate 
the devolution of real estate on death to that of personal estate. The 
House of Lords declined to abolish the principle of primogeniture, and to 
allow freeholds to descend to the next-of-kin, as poegees. but allowed 
the portion of the Bill providing that freeholds should devolve to, and 
become vested in, a personal representative on death, like leaseholds, to 
remain. This most important alteration of the law applies in the case of 
any person dying after the Ist of January, 1898, and the details of it need 
most careful consideration. Practitioners will have to decide whethers 
conveyance should be taken in every case from the real representative to 
the heir or devisee, what shall be the future forms of covenants relating 
to real estate and many other matters. It is probable that mauy questions 
will arise in construing this part of the Act, and it will cause an alteration 
in the form of oaths of executors and administrators, and grants of 
probate and administration. 

County Court Rules.—Your committee had under careful consideration 
certain new county court rules, which it was proposed should come into 
operation on the 25th of March last, and they objected to those portions 
which provided that, ‘‘in granting leave to issue a summons against 4 
defendant residing out of the jurisdiction, the registrar shall take into 
account the ‘balance of convenience’ of such a course’’; and “that 
where such a summons is issued, and the defendant lives more than 
twenty miles from the court, the plaintiff must deposit a sum in court to 
meet the possible travelling and other expenses of the defendant, should 
the latter prove successful.’? They accordingly forwarded to the 
Chancellor a resolution pointing out their objections, and requesting that 
the rules should be reconsidered. The rules were subsequently rescinded, 
—. May further rules were issued with the objectionable provisions 
omitted. 

Registration of Affidavits of Intestacy.—An opinion of Mr. John Dixon 
was taken on this question, and was as follows: “I think that a purchase? 
from an heir-at-law of land in Yorkshire is entitled to require the vendor to 
register an affidavit of intestacy, even though it might perhaps be 
that such an affidavit is not absolutely essential to the title; and I agree 
that a slight amendment of the wording of the seventh condition of sale 
is desirable, which I have accordingly made in the copy conditions here- 
with.—Joun Dixon. May 22, 1897.’? The amendment recommended 
Mr. Dixon is effected by inserting, in the third line from the top of the 
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geventh condition, after the words ‘‘ will or codicil,” the words “or 
affidavit of intestacy,’’ and after the word “‘ testator,’’ in the same line, 
the words “‘or intestate,’’ and members should alter any copies of the 
former conditions which they may have ‘ 

Police Advocacy—The committee considered the practice of police 
superintendents conducting cases, which they thought an objectionable 
one. However, an opinion has been given by Mr. H. B. Poland, Q.C., 


that where the police are informants they are entitled to appear and | th 


support the application. 

Stamping Debentures.—It has recently been decided that debentures 
must be stamped to cover any premium at which the same are to be 
redeemed, in addition to the amount secured by the debenture. The 
Board of Inland Revenue, however, will accept, and give a receipt for 
payment of additional duty, where acorrection is necessary, and re- 
the debentures on Damp without penalty. The rule does not apply 
where the redemption at a premiam is optional. (Rowell v. Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, Div. Ct. (1897), 2 Q. B. 423.) 

Judicial Trustee Act, 1896.—This Act came into operation on the Ist of 
May, 1897, but the rules under it were not finally published till the 31st 
of August. By the rules district registrars of the High Court are given 
jurisdiction in proceedings under the Act. It may be pointed out, how- 
ever, that a solicitor, acting as a judicial trustee at a fixed remuneration, 
is not, under the Act, entitled to make any additional charge for purely 
legal work performed by him in connection with the trust; the rules, 
otherwise satisfactorily drawn, require some amendment on this point. 

The late Mr. Herbert Bramley.—In_ Mr. Herbert Bramley the society has 
lost one of its earliest members and most energetic supporters. He was, 
to a great extent, instrumental in the foundation of the society in 1875 
and, elected hon. secretary in that year, continued to hold that office un‘ 
1897, when the arduons duties thrown upon him as town clerk compelled 
him to reluctantly tender his resignation. The committee, sensible of the 
value of the eervices which Mr. Bramley had so long performed, with 
equal credit to himself and profit to the society, determined to invite him 
to become president for 1897, a compliment enhanced by the fact that the 
Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom had accepted an invi- 
tation to pay their annual visit that year to Sheffield. His death, which 
occurred with painful suddenness at Brussels, where he was anes his 
holiday, prevented Mr. Bramley from enjoy the honour (to which it 
is well known he had looked forward with keen p) re), of welcoming, as 
president of our society, the parent association to this city. The com- 
mittee placed the following memorandum on their minutes: ‘‘ The com- 
mitte of the Sheffield District na ge Law Society desire to express 
their deep regret at the death of Mr. Herbert Bramley, and to tender to 
his wife and family their sympathy at the irreparable es they have sus- 
tained. Mr. Bramley was the first secretary of the society, and it was 
only on account of his duties as town clerk that he was most reluctantly 
compelled to resign the secretaryship in February, 1897, after ha had 
the office for upwards of twenty-two years. In the year 1880 the r- 
porated Law Society of the United Kingdom held their annual provincial 
meeting in Sheffield, and the success of the meeting was largely due 
to his untiring efforts. Mr. Bramley was a man of the strictest honour 
and integrity, and of large and varied attainments, not only in his profes- 
sion, but also in languages, arts, and mathematics; he was not only a 
good and sound lawyer, but he was well versed in municipal and commer- 
= — and partes ok = long be ond 4 a great loss, not only to the 

profession, but the community at large, and will be 
lamented by all who knew him. : ” 

Visit of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom.—The whole 
of the expense incidental to the visit was defrayed by the subscriptions of 
members of this society. The accounts of the treasurer have been audited, 
and shew a surplus in hand of £87 16s. 9d. Of this sum the committee 
decided to apply the sum of £27 16s. 9d. in the purchase of suitable 
mementoes, to be presented to the hon. secretaries in recognition of their 
services, and to transfer the remainder to the Lib Fund, which found 
£100 to provide for the deficiency on the occasion of the last visit of the 
Incorporated Law Society to Sheffield. 





NOTTINGHAM INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The twenty-third annual meeting of the society was held at the 
Exchange Hall, Nottingham, on the 26th of January, 1898, the president 
(Mr. George Parr) in the chair. 

It was resolved: ‘‘ That the annual report of the council be taken as 
read, and that the same be received and adopted.”’ 

“That the thanks of the society be given to the president and the 
retiring members of the council for their services during the past year.”’ 

** That it be an instruction to the Law Library Committee that at least 
od be spent during the ensuing year on the reference department of the 

rary. 

On the vote for officers and members of the council for the ensuing year 
being taken, the following gentlemen were elected to the undermentioned 
offices—viz.: President, Mr. John Kentish Wright, B.A., J.P. ; vice- 
nent, Mr. Hanwell Holmes Carter; treasurer, Mr. James Trevelyan 

ard; secretary, Mr. Arthur Barlow; auditors, Mr. John Thornton 
Masser and Mr. William Moss; council, Messrs. Richard Enfield, Edward 
Henry Fraser, J.P., Robert Hodgkinson (Newark), Jobn Johnstone, 
George Parr, Frederic Wadsworth, John Crosby Warren, M.A., and 
Henry Wing, J.P. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council : 

Members.—The present number of members is 138, being a net increase 
during the year of 16. 

Mr. E. H. Fraser.—On the 30th of April the profession entertained Mr. 


Alderman Fraser, J.P., Mayor of Nottingham, at a dinner held in 


Hotel, which was numerously 
with much satisfaction that Mr. Fraser has been re-elected % 
Ceaarty Cont Saline eee Lee 
courts ay pence Se ne Masterman 
with an illumi: address. The was by a large 
number of the members of the on the occasion of his making 
e 


presentation. 
Stamping of Deeds.—The council are glad that, contemporansously with 
elie pdr a — tations vm ee -- 
to continuous represen to arrange- 
ments have now been made for the local stamping of deeds. 


LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The seventy-fourth annual general meeting of the proprietors of the 
above society was held at the a offices, 187, Fleet-street, E.C., on 
Wednesday, February 23, Cuarces ant, Esq., in the chair, 

The directors’ report for 1897 was as follows : 

The directors have pleasure in submitting their seventy-fourth annual 
report, shewing the result of the operations of the society for the year 
ending the 31st of December, 1897. 

The number of effected during the year was 504, assuring the 
sum of £690,378 10s., the mium income on which, including £28,119 
eagle premiums, anoun to £46,550. ‘The net new business, after 

ucting re-assurances, was £526,561, at aunual premiums of £15,986 
and single premiums of £7,342. 

The society also received during the year premiums amount to 
£825 19s. 5d. in oper of ro-assurances against the risk of death 
fatal accidents, under the t with the Law Accident and Con- 
tingency Insurance Society (Limited). 

ht ating Set assurances for £13,618 were also granted, at annual 
premiums of £293 10s. 4d. and a single premium of £80. 

The total net premium income for the year was £248,472. 

The net renewal premium income showed an increase for the sixth 
year in succession. 

Seventy-six immediate annuities wero granted, in respect of which the 
society received the sum of £66,722 0s. 11d. Two annuities 
and two deferred annuities were also ted. 

The total funds show an increase of £108,360 during the year. 

The interest yielded by the society’s funds was at the rate of £4 1s. 4d 
per cent. per annum, without deduction of income tax. 

The ex of management Do esern. commission) represen 
£11 16s. 4d. per cent. of the total premium income. 

The net ms by death amounted to £293,141 5s. (including 
£93,147 10s. bonuses) in respeet of 148 policies upon 112 lives. The 
bonuses on participating which became claims (the bonuses 
attaching to which had not either wholly or in part been previously sur- 
alaadl ome ome 68 cent. of the original sums assured, The 
net amount of in 1897 was about £78,000 less than the expected 
amount according to the Hu. Table of Mortality, on which the society’s 
valuations are besed. The average age at death of the lives assured 
under policies which became claims was about 68 years, and the average 
duration of such policies was about 30 years. 

In addition to these claims there have been two claims, amounting to 
£1,287 18s. 1d., under fatal accident re-assurances; and payments 
fod poe £796 have been made in respect of the maturing of a sinking 

policy. 

Four annuitants have died during the Pp. and the society has thus 
been relieved from an annual payment of 2 15s. 

The Manacer having read the notice convening the meeting, 

The Onaraman said: The first business is to submit for re-election the 
names of directors who out of office by rotation—viz., James Samuel 
Beale, Esq.; John Clenk Esq., Q.C.; Heury John Lowndes Graham, 
Esq., 0.B.; the Right Hon. Viscount Knutsford, G.0.M.G.; Robert 
Henry Bullock Marsham, Esq.; and John James mbe Venning, 
Esq. I will move that these gentlemen be re-el directors of 
society. 

The Hon. Atrraey E. Garnonne-Hanpy: I have much pleasure in 
seconding the resolution. 

The resolution was put to the meeting and unanimously adopted. 

The rg auditors—viz., Percival Walsh, Esq., for the proprietors, 
and F. G. Hilton Price, E:q., for the assured—were duly re-elected. 

The Cuaraman : It is my privilege, as chairman of the day, to submit to 
you the accounts for the ee yee 1897, and to ask your of 
them. This is an agreeable duty, firstly, because your familiarity with 
the shape in which the accounts are presented to you makes the task of 
the chairman a very easy one, but mainly because the condition of the 
society’s business, which is recorded in these accounts and report, shews 
a state of a Se ee will be as satisfac- 
tory to the policyholders and the shareholders as itis to the board. The 
Law Life Assurance Society has now for exactly three-quarters of a 
century—for you will observe that this is the seventy-fourth annual 
general meeting which is now — held—occupied a tion in the front 
rank of insurance societies. I next call your attention to the new 
business dealt with in the second paragraph of the report. On that I 
have the satisfaction of pointing out to you that not only bas 
of policies issued during the year increased, but that the new sums 
assured show a substantial vo eemge e cP 
they have increased from £602 to £690,000. next point I 
your attention to is in paragraph three. It isa small matter, but I have 
a single word to say upon it. the yenn-wo heave poestved premame 
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Geath from fatal accidents under the agreement with the Law Accident 
and Contingency Aesurance Society. In connection with this subject I 
will ask you to turn to the last paragraph but one of the report, which 
states: ‘‘In addition to these claims there have been two claims amount- 
to £1,287 18s. 1d. under fatal accident re-assurances.’’ You will 
put these two together, and you will see that we have paid out 
under that small minor head of our business more than we have received. 
I do not wish to slur that over, because I confess that to my mind it seems 
a satisiactory feature. Since we entered on our business with the Law 
Accident Company we have hitherto been gainers every year. This year 
we are losers, we have paid out rather more than we received. The next 
many is very satisfactory. The total net premium for the year is stated 
ere to be £248,472 as against £241,457 last year. I have the satisfaction 
of calling your attention to the fact that this is the largest net premium 
income which we have received in one year since 1880. It may be that 
some of you, in consequence of the changes which were made last year 
in the benefits which we offered to policyholders may have looked for 
even a larger increase than this. You would not be i ustified in doing so, 
because we must remember that it is still promise only, and not perform- 
ance. With regard to the seventh paragraph, I may call your attention 
to the fact that our annuity business appears to be steadily increasing. 
We have granted 76 annuities this year, as against 35 in the past year, 
and our receipts under that head have been £66,722 0s. 11d. as 
against £27,739 2s. 2d. This is not a very large branch of our 
business—we never expected it to be so—but it shows that the very 
at security which this society offers is being growingly appreciated 
y the public. Our funds during the ycoar show an increase of 
£108,360. Last year we had an increase of £41,573 over the funds of the 
preceding year, and this year again we have an increase to the extent of 
£108,000. The board regards this item, as we trust you will too, 
with great satisfaction. A point which will interest many share- 
holders is the rate of interest yielded by the society’s funds for the year. 
That has been £4 1s. 4d. per cent., and it is a striking approximation to 
equality,with the rates which have been yielded during the past few years. 
I am speaking by the book when I say that the increase in the market 
value of our Stock Exchange securities over the book values amounts at 
this moment to certainly £90,000, and when you see that, coupled with a 
substantial rate of interest such as I have called your attention to, I think 
you will agree with me that there is reason for congratulation. Our 
tells you that the expenses of management, including com- 
on, , oy £11 16s. 4d. per cent. of the total net premium 
income. is a slight increase upon last year, when the rate was 
$11 2s. 2d. per cent., but we are still very handsomely within the 
limit which well-managed insurance companies, by common consent, 
and approved opinion, may legitimately spend on expenses. One reason 
for the increase is the larger annuity business transacted. Turning to the 
question of claims by death Iam glad to be able to state that we have 
had an extremely fortunate year. We wish good health and long life to 
our policyholders, and they seem to have had it, because the rate of 
mortality has been gem a low. Of course it would be absurd for us 
to take much credit for that, except the credit, which we are justly 
entitled to, arising from the fact that it is proved that our lives are well 
chosen ones, that care is taken in cueoting good lives and in rejecting 
those which are likely to lead to loss. e mortality which we have 
ienced shows claims amounting to £78,000 less than was to 
be expected under the Hm. table, and less also by over £50,000 
than might have been expected from the tables drawn up from 
the society’s own experience. This is an advantageous item which 
we cannot hope will constantly recur, but it is one which 
shareholders and policyholders will have the benefit of, and I 
have therefore had pleasure in calling your attention to it. 
Passing from the accounts, I think you would wish me to say a word 
about the agency through which our business is obtained. That consists 
mainly, as you know, of three sources—viz., the business obtained through 
, the business obtained through the board, and the business 
obtained by re-assurance. On the question of business obtained b 
agencies I should like to be allowed to convey to our agents—by which 
mean mainly our own staff—the thanks which I feel are due to them for 
their successful exertions during the year. It is with a tinge of regret 
and reproach that I shall refer to one source through which our business 
comes. I believe the facts support me when I say that the business 
brought to this society by the shareholders is not what it once was. It 
would be a source of great satisfaction to the board and to yourselves also 
if that slight defect could be amended in the future, and if shareholders, 
if I may be permitted to urge them, would exert themselves a little more 
in their capacity as shareholders to bring business to the society. I think, 
gentlemen, that that is all I need eay, and I will conclude by moving the 
reception and adoption of the report and account. 


The Hon. Atrrgep E. Gatnornz-Harpy : I have very‘mnuch pleasure in 
seconding the adoption of the report, which, after the exhaustive state- 
ment of the chairman, I shall doin a very few words. Our business has 
been characterized during the past year by caution, prudence, and bold- 
ness. We do not purchase business by extravagant commissions or 
advertisements, really to the disadvantage of shareholders and policy- 
holders alike. We do not keep up interest by investments which are rash 
and risky. We believe that it is to your interests as well as to that of the 
policyholders that we should observe those principles, and we are satis- 
fied that if you as shareholders have the opportunity of recommending 
your clients to take out a policy in this society neither you nor they will 
ever regret it. I beg to second the adoption of the report. 

The motion was carried unanimously. 


: I am glad to tell you, gentlemen, that I need detain 


The CxarnMan 
you no longer, The business of the meeting is at an end. 


Mr. Diz10x Lows: I think we ought not to part without moving a most 
cordial vote of thanks to the chairman for the way in which he has con. 
ducted the business to-day, and I beg to make that proposition. 


Mr. Brapiey Drnz: I have great pleasure in seconding that. 
The resolution was carried by acclamation. 
The Cuareman : I thank you, gentlemen. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Feb. 21.—Mr. A. C. Forster Boulton in the chair.—The subject of 
debate: ‘‘ That the influence of capital in modern life is excessive and 
demands the attention of the Legielature,”” was moved by Mr. C. W, 
Williams. Mr. 8. E. Hubbard opposed, and the debate was continued 
by Messrs. Marks, Kains-Jackson, Kirby, Tebbutt, Singleton, Sells, 
Edwards, and Weigall. Mr. Williams replied, and the motion was 
carried by four votes. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 2nd and 3rd of 
February, 1898. 


Anderson, Walter Annand 
Baggallay, Ernest Burrell 
Baker, Ernest Edward 
Barratt, Frederic Allen 
Bates, Robert 
Benjamin, Henry 
Beynon, John Walter Middleton 
Blackmore, Louis Augustine 
a sags a Richard 
owring, Frank Harvey 
Bradley, Joseph Rowland 
Bullock, Lancelot Claude 


Ingham, John Edward 

Jemmett, George Elwick 

Kelly, Claude Clifton 

Kimpton, William Harold 
Kirkhouse, Frank Herbert 
Knight, Joseph 

Kothari, Chundrasen Dwarkadas 
Lakin-Smith, William Hawkes 
Langley, Cyril Owen 

Lathom, Farquhar William Forbes 
Lawson, Joseph Percy 

Lethbridge, Frederick Shirley Baron 


Burch, George Clear Lousada, Claude 

Capner, Oecil Douglas Lowe, Ernest Joseph 

Carver, Gilbert Squarey McCreath, Henry Gourlay Crichton 
Castle, William Henry MacDermott, Claude Neville 


Machen, Frank Edgar 


Clarke, Harry Noel 
Michelson, Alfred 


Clough, George 


Cook, William Edmund Motum, Hill 
Cox, Edward Albert Bailey Norton, Percy Goodall 
Crane, Albert Charles Oates, Percy 


Crawford, Gerald Shakespear 
Crosbie-Hill, Barton 
Crow, Richard George Paver 


Page, Stuart Lynam 
Parr, William Noel 
Parsons, Henry Alexander 


Davies, a Evan Penney, Clifford Ernest 
Ditcham, William Theodore Pollock, Vivian Arthur 
Elam, Horace Shrofield Reynolds, Harold Edwin 
Elder, John Lockhart Ro , Edmund Charles 
Eliot, Cecil Ffolliott Roberts, James 

Evans, Henry Roper, Fred Moore 

Eve, William Rumsey, Cecil Frank 


Sadler, Bernard Charles 
Schofield, Henry 
Scott, George Spittle 
Sheppard, John Manley Kirk 
Green, Stuart Answorth Smith, Charles Edward 
Greene, Edward Whitaker Smyth, Hubert Alan 
Griffiths, Gerald William Percival Spear, Henry Lawrence 

Morgan Stephen, Noel Campbell 
Gruntwag, Benjamin Sutcliffe, Richard Joseph 
Gwatkin, Frederick Ambrose Staple- Sutcliffe, Robert 
nm Syms, Frederick Noble 
Taylor, John Wendy Addington 
Trehearne, Frank William 
Troughton, Lionel Holmes Wood 
Wace, Geoffrey George 
Welford, Frederick 
Willis, Edward Vivian Cooper 
Wood, Charles 


Freeley, Thomas Ronald 
Furber, Norman Kenneth 
Gardiner, John Henry 
Gray, Francis James 


to 
Harper, Richard Stephenson 
Harries, Edward Augustine Hewitt 
Harrison, Ernest Charlton 
Heymann, Lewis Marioni 
Hindle, George Edward 
Hope, Arthur Eckersley 
Hughes, Reginald Turner 

edon-Webber, Adrian Beare 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Feb. 15.—Chairman, Mr. J. 8. 
Wilkinson.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of The Queen v. 
Jones (1898, 1 Q. B. 119) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. Seager Berry 
opened, and Mr. F. 8. Gaylor seconded, in the affirmative; and Mr. 
J. L. M. Hamilton opened, and Mr. J. M. Pickup seconded, in the nega- 
tive. The following members also spoke: Messrs. A. Dixon, Herbert- 
Smith, G. D. A. Johnson, Archer White, G. H. Daniel, Haseldine Jones, 
A. W. Sells, W. N. Pleadwell, F. H. Stevens, Archibald Hair. The 
motion was carried by thirteen votes. 

Feb. 22.—-Chairman, Mr. T, Seager Berry.—The subject for debate was, 
** That this society approves of the “ of the Government as disclosed 
in the Queen’s Speech.’’ Mr, A, E. Olarke opened in the affirmative. 
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in the negative. The following members also 
ebbutt, F. 8. Gaylor, A. G. Findeisen, R. W. Sella, 
Hamilton Fox. The motion was 


Mr. Hildesheimer o 
ke: Messrs. N. 
Taseldine Jones, W. N. Pleadwell, an: 

carried by twelve votes. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Frepgrick Waymoutn Grips, 0.B., 
Q.C. He was called to the bar in 1848, and was for some years tutor to 
the Prince of Wales. He was made a Queen’s Counsel in 1880, and 
became a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn two years later. 

Mr. Dantet Leccatt, LL.D., solicitor, died on Tuesday last, at the age 
of seventy years. He took his degree at the University of London, and 
was admitted in 1867, and was the senior member of the firm of Leggatt, 
Rubenstein, & Co., of 5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. He was for 
many years solicitor to the Birkbeck Building Society. 





APPOINTMENT. 
Mr. J. Nevrmiu Acugson-Gray, solicitor, of Kilburn, N.W., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Acheson-Gray was admitted 
in 1891. 





GENERAL. 


Mr. Justice Mathew is stated to be still confined to his room by a 
severe cold, and is not expected back in court at present. 


The Lord Chancellor will preside at the second annual meeting of the 
Inns of Court Mission, which will take place, by permission of the 
Benchers, in Lincoln’s Inn-hall on Wednesday afternoon, March 30. 


The Times records the death of Mr. William F. Darley, Q.C., late an 
Irish County Court judge, at the age of 92 years. He was called to the 
bar in 1830, and in a speech which he made last year in connection with 
the commemoration of her Majesty’s Diamond Jubilee he mentioned the 
interesting fact that he had witnessed the entry of King George IV. into 
Dublin. 


The Albany Law Journal says that a correspondent of the Ohio Law 
Bulletin relates how an appropriate typographical error recently 
in the Miami Union office, in connection with the printing of a court 
report. The case of Jones v. Smith was in partition, the Property selling 
for 300 dollars, but the costs were about 180 dollars, leaving a small part 
of the proceeds for the beneficiaries. The report read, ‘‘ Entry of con- 
firmation and distribution,’ but the intelligent compositor made it read, 
“Entry of confiscation and distribution.”’ 


The St. James’s Gazette says that perhaps the most extraordinary co- 
incidence connected with the Zola trial is the fact that whilst the eminent 
novelist was being defended in one court by Maitre Labori, in another 
and adjoining court a man named Zola was condemned to three years hard 
labour for forging the signature of a certain Madame Labori, neither the 
convict or his victim being in any way connected with M. Emile Zola or 
his advocate. — was a similar coincidence the other day in England. 
While Lord William Nevill was being tried, another William Nevill was 
charged ata London police-court with a somewhat similar offence. ] 


The art of effective make-up for litigants, whether in civil or criminal 
cases, should, says the Westminster Gazette, always be carefully studied. 
We all know of the lady who obtained e » thant by appearing in 
court armed with a Bible given to her by the faithless lover’s parents. So 
when you are summoned for debt, it is foolish to appear beautifully and 
expensively arrayed. We read at Whitechapel yesterday. Judge Bacon : 
“What? A woman dressed like that? That bonnet, that dress, and all 
that fur on your jacket. You are not so poor as you say. Ten days.” 
The Wife: ‘‘ Ach himmel! Wot for I not wear mine old clothes. I vos 
one foolish woman.”’ 


At the Newcastle Assizes on Tuesday, says the Times, Mr. Watson 
Askew-Robertson, as foreman, and on behalf the Grand Jury of 
Northumberland, congratulated Mr. Justice Ridley on his accession to 
the Judicial Bench. His lordship’s distinguished career, the eminent 
talents with which he was endowed, his hereditary claim to pre-eminence, 
the honoured name which he bore, the esteem in which his family for 
many generations had been held in this county, all contributed to create 
& great interest in his lordship’s future career, and led a t many of 
them to believe that the mantle of Lord Wensleydale would, in due time, 
fall upon the shoulders of his grandson. Mr. Justice Ridley replied in 
feeling terms, and said he felt more deeply the compliment which had 
been paid to him, coming as it did from gentlemen, many of whom he 
had known for years as his personal friends. They had anticipated for 
him a more brilliant future, he thought, than could ever possibly be his, 
but he hoped, at all events, he should be found to have been one among 
her Majesty’s judges who had endeavoured, and had done his best, to do 
his duty in the place to which he had been called. 


It is stated that it is contemplated to establish some memorial to the 
late Sir Frank Lockwood. A provisional committee has been formed, 
consisting of the Lord Chancellor, Lord Rosebery, Lord Esher, the Lord 
Chief Justice, Lord Herschell, Lord Rathmore, Lord Macnaghten, Lord 
James of Hereford, Lord Davey, Sir William Harcourt, Lord Justice A. 
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parting oat od te caddie at tae oan of Gouien Genel aoe, 
1889 covenants were inserted providing (a) that the apprentice 
should “attend and pe hes 7 Big the pry Sager = of any 
Toaden 0s the master thell Aisseh, and Sor Guy aud ave nogict of ms 
on as the master or any every 

attendance he shall forfeit to his said master from his wages 
during the continuance of such neglect”; and 
sanitary plombing cori in the peactoe of the plumbers’ art, and present 

um an r) um) presen 
himeel? for such examinations in technical 
as may be necessary, and may from time to time 
rules of the Ancient Company of Plumbers of the City of London, or of 
any body established by Act of Parliament for the purpose of keeping 
maintaining a national register of qualified plumbers.’ 

At the conclusion of a trial on Monday, says the Daily Telegraph, 
Russell made some remarks about the rule which that 
defendant has paid any money into court, while liability, 
amount should not be disclosed to a jury: He ¢ had 
been able to understand the sense of a rule, under which the 
were s0 little to be trusted that they were not to be told about the 
paid into court. He did not think that it paid due deference 
and he did not know whether he was expressing the 
but it seemed to him that it worked in a certain class of cases 
the defendants, and in other cases it was unworkable. Take the 
an action for libel against a newspaper, where a defendant was enti 
say, ‘‘ I did make an imputation on you, the plaintiff; but as soon 
found out — in “ that imputation pny hag I made 
make an apology, an now defend myself on the ground 
made an apology, and in order to make amends 
court.’? The jury were supposed to try the cas 
the defendant had paid into court. How were they 
the defendant? In one case he was s0 
that he ruled that the jury ought, in order 
know the amount paid into court. Mr. Witt, w 
in the case, said he thought the real o 
people sued railway com , the railway 
£100 into court, and the jury knew it. Then they 

laintiff ought to have his costs, and they would give £1 team wd 
fn order to enable him to get them. R said: I really think 
judge and jury ought to be trusted. I do not, however, profess to 
the general opinion of the judges, for I do not know what it is; but I 
know that in the opinion of many of them the ruleis quite unworkable in 
a certain class of cases. 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
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Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norra. Sriauixe. 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. King 
Rolt Farmer 
King 
Rolt Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn. Romer. Brase. 
Pugh Jackson Beal 
Lavie Carrington Leach 
> Jackson Beal 
Pugh Jackson Beal 








Oxip Vintacz Braanpy.—An Uniqus Orrer.—We have decided to offer 
a portion of our Stock of fine Old Onna Brandy to the public direct, 
comprising some 400 dozen of 1872 and 1875 Vintages. Previous to the 
ravages of the ‘‘ Phylloxera’’ in the Co district, we were well kaown 
to the Trade as the Largest Shippers of Fine Brandy outside London, and 
this fact enables us to make our present offer. These Brandies were 
shipped by Messrs. L. Ducasse & Co., Cognac (from whom we have bought 
Brandy for over fifty years), in 1880, and were recently bottled by us in 
bond. We have no hesitation in saying that the equal of these fine Champagne 
Brandies is hardly to be found; they are, in fact, priceless. We offer the 
1872 Vintage at the very moderate price of 135s. per doz., and the 1875 
at 1303. per doz. Terms: Cash, or Bankers’ or Trade References 


or je 
.—W. & 8. Kant & Sons (Established 1778), Upton-on- 





L. Smith, Sir Francis Jeune, Mr. James Lowther, Mr. a Sir Henr 
Hawkins, the Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, Sir Charles Ha 


Severn, ed Hape-sieest, Glasgow.—[Apvr.] 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 
March 3.—Messrs. H. E. Fosrer & Craxriztp, at. the Mart, at 2 p.m. : 


REVERSIONS : 
To one-seventh of a Trust Fand in Consols and Freeholds, value £14,289; lady 
aged 55. Solicitors, Messrs. Boulton, Sons, & Sandeman, London. 
To one-fourth of a Trust Fund in Railway and Colonial Stock, value £8,635; lady 
62 and gentleman aged 61, with policy. Solicitor, H, G. Stevens, Esq., 


To one-tenth of panees peSe Consols; lady aged 70 and gentleman aged 
72. Messrs. Joyce & Joyce, Notaries, Newport, I.W. 

To one-third of a Trust Fund, value £9,000, in Consols ; lady aged 65. Solicitor, 
H, Stanley-Jones, Eeq., London. 

To = moiety of a Trust Fund in Consols and Railway Stocks, value £16,124; 


y 57. 

To £1,200; gentleman aged 68 ; also to £475 L. B. & 8. C. Ry. 5 per Cent. Stock ; 
lady aged 67. Solicitors, Messrs. Grant, Bulcraig, & Co., London. 

To seven forty-fourth shares of £14,716 Metropolitan 3} per Cent. Stock; lad 
= 67, and seven lives ranging from 54to076, Solicitors, Messrs. Sass 

oung, Londun. 

To one-sixth of Freeholds and Leaseholds in the City of London, producing £714 
per annum ; lady aged 68. Solicitors, Messrs. Gerrish & Foster, London. 

To £12,980 Great Indian Guaranteed Five per Cent. Stock, £5,286 on Mortgage 
and Cash, Freehold and Leasehold Chief Rents amounting to £800 per 
annum, secured upon valuable, properties in Manchester; lady aged 52 and 
gentleman aged 66. Solicitors, Messrs. Leathley & Willes, and Messrs, Lewis 
& Spain, each of London. 

To One-sixth of a Trust Estate, value £65,000, in Railway Stock and Consols; 
ladies aged 67 and 60. Solicitor, Edward M. Lazarus, Esq., London. 


A BOND : 
For £438, payable on December 31, 1904, carrying interest at 4 per cent. Solicitors, 
Messrs, Leathley & Willes, London. 


POLICIES : 
For £7,700, £7,500, £5,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £500. Messrs. Josolyne, Miles, 
& Blow, C.A., Messrs, Chatteris, Nichols, & Co., C.A.; Solicitors, Messrs. 
Phelps, Bidgwick, & Biddle, Messrs. Gardiner & Son, all of London; and 
Menars. Meadows, Elliott, Meadows, & Thorpe, of Hastings, 
(See advertise-ments this week, p. 5.) 








Warnine To inrenpinc Hovse Purcuasers anp Lessres.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of fall 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. ] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 18, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep rm Caanogry. 
Amenicax Bette Mixes, Lowren—Creditors are required, on or before Apzvil 18, to 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Bedford McNeill, 254, Old Broad st. Harries & Co, 38, Nicholas lane, solors for 


Cavucastay Trapixe Corroration, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before March 
3 their names and addresses, and particulars of their claims, to E. W. Crosbie 
Oates, 8, Cook st, Liverpool 
Enmuex & Rony, Limitep (1x Votuntrary Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
end claims due or arising on or before July 31, 1897, to Harry Lloyd Price and Francis 
sae Sone Ermen, 79, Mosley st, Manchester. Aston & Co, Manchester, solors for 
iquidators 
Granp Horst, Pracue, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before March 25, to send 
eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Paul 
Ernest, 57, Moorgate st 
Hawyxan’s Love, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Wednesday, June 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
ick Smart, 22, Queen st, Cannon st 
Linotype Co, Luurrxp (IxcorroratEp 1889)—Creditors are required, on or before April 
5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
L. Booty, 188, Fleet st. Hays & Co, solors to liquidator. This notice applies only 
to the debts or claims of creditors existing on or before Dec 7, 1896, and does not apply 
to the present Linotype Co, Limited (Incorporated December, 1896). 
Naw Avstratiay Goiprizips, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before March 28, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to E. 
ton Burton, 16, 8t Helen’s place, Robinson & Stannaid, Eastcheap, solors to 
liquidator 
New Gusrox Co, Limirzp—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bedford McNeill, 
254, Old Broad st. Harries & Co, Nicholas lane, solors for liquidator 
Non-Tanirr Motvat Fine Insuraxce Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 
15, directed to be heard on Wednesday, March 2. Indermaur & Brown, 22, 
lane, agents for Rhodes, Bradford, solor. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 1 


Usuimitep In CHANCERY. < 
Genenat Gorpox Gop Mixixa Co—Creditors are required, on or before March 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
A. Stoneham, 70, Cornhill, 8, D, Stoneham, solor 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep m Caancery. 

Baxtzns, Luntep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 14, directed to be heard on 
March 2, Neve & Beck, 21, Lime st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of M. 1 

Bucnanan pe samen elie are ep ro + before March 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the iculars of thei ts or claims, to G ich a 
24, North John st, Liverpool seiatia Niitead peti. 

Cuixa Cray Co, Limmrep (1x Liquipatios)—Creditors are required, on or before March 
26, to their names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to 
George Middleton Henry, Roche, Cornwall. Coode & Co, St Austell, solors to the 





Bond “Monch Wit Peterson, 16, solor for the petnrs. Notiss 

Finsbury-circus, or 

of must reach reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afte. 
nocn of March 1 

Gryerat Guarantee Association, Lixirep—Petn for winding-up, presented Feb 18; 
directed to be heard March 2. Townsend & Sharpe, 14, Grays inn sq, solors for 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the aften 
noon of M 1. 

G F G Des Viens, Limrrep (1 Liquipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or before Apel] 
1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Walter Biggs, 12, Delahay st. 

H 8 Nicnots, Lunrep—By an order made by Mr. Justice Wright, dated Feb 9, it wag 
ordered the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Leadam & 
Young, Austinfriars, solors for petner. 

Laseunesen, angen er are Dy mag? a or yom ad . + 1, to pond their names 
and addresses, particulars eir or claims, ames Hickey Bardsley, 
60, King st, Manchester. Boardman, Manchester, solor for liquidator. ” 

Mortoace axp Securities Co, Liurrep—By an order made by Wright, J, dated Feb@ 
; was ordered that the ber ay a up of the company be continued. Armitage 

Chapple, 18, ithi 

Morraacr Co or Mexico, Limirep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on oF 
before May 15, to send their names and add: and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Howard Forester Knight, Devonshire chbrs, Bishopsgate st Without 

Nationa. Sxatine Parace, Limrrep—Peta for winding-up, presented Feb 19, directed f& 
be heard March 2. Sugden & H , 10, Ironmonger-lane, solors for the 
Notice of cqpeesing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after. 
noon of 1 

Norra Evroreay Crcie Export Co., Lunrep—Petn for winding-up, pr ted Feb 19, 
directed to be heard March 2. Langhams, 174, Blackfriars-road, solors for the petners, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after. 
noon of March 1 

Reavization anp Devetorment Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 16, 
directed to be heard March 2. . & M. Solomon, 58, Finsbury pavement, solors for 
petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of March 1 ; 

Tivou, Leicester, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 17, directed to be heard 

Clarkson & Son,9, Ironmoager lane, Cheapside, mts for Herbert Si 
i must reach Henry Clarkson not ieee 


Leicester, solor for petner. Notice o 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 1 

Zincant Steam Surprixa Co., Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, 
to send their names and s,and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Alfred Edward Usher, 28, West Sunniside, Sunderland. Burnicle, Sunderland, solog 
to the liquidator 





FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Doncaster Westeyax Union Frrenpiy Socrery, Vestry, Wesleyan Chapel, Priory pl, 
Doncaster, York. Feb 9 . y 

Exce.sion Tontine Benevit Society, Presbyterian Schoolroom, Summerhill, Wrexham, 
Denbigh. Feb 9 - 

InpEpENpDENT Dragon Lopas or Oppre.iows, Jolly Colliers Inn, Watnall-road, Huck. 
nall Torkard, Nottingham Feb 9 

Lovat Ancrert Asngy Lopas, Independent Order of Oddfellows (Manchester Unity), 
Plough Inn, Queen-street, Great Harwood, Lancaster Feb 9 

Srower Provost Faienpiy Society, King’s College Arms Inn, Stower Provost, Dorset. 
Feb 9 

SurroLk ano CamBripGgsuire AcricotturaL Lanourers’ Union Farenpvy Socrery, 17, 
Tollgate In, Bury St Edmunds. Feb 9 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Feb. 18. 
Bapcocx, Wit1t1am, Abingdon, Berks, Gent April 1 Baker v Williams, North, J 
Graham, Abingdon 
Howarp, Danie, Ashfield, Nooklands Fulwood, Lancs, Wine Merchant March 1g 
Howard vy Howard, Registrar, Preston Forshaw, Preston 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 22. 
Lurwetiyy, Jouy, Caerphilly, Glam, Surgeon March 30 Hall v Llewellyn, Stirling, J 
Lewis, Cardiff 
Wuarrenean, Joux, Milnrow, nr Rochdale, Wool Merchant March 22 Metcalf y White 
head, Registrar, Manchester Hudson, Rochdale 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette,—Faivay, Feb. 11. 


ae) me a Nicnoias, George st, Portman sq, Barrister March1 Horn & Fransis, 
rkeley st 
Bapcock, com Barnes, Somerset March 12 H & C Collin:, Reading 


Baxtes, Atrrep, Strond, Glos March 10 Little & Mills, Stroud 
Buss, E.tex Dayorrrizip, Cheltenham March 19 Whitcombe & Haines, Gloucester 
Campse.t, Constance AnsuTsnor, Ellisfield, Hants April2 Wade & Wade, St Helens 


Cansy, James, Iden, Sussex, Wheelwright March 31 Dawes, Rye 

Case, Joux Manca, Surbiton, Surrey March 15 Pollock & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

ona Wiiuram Jony, Norton, nr Stockton on Tees March 11 Wilson & Co, Stockton 
on Tees 

Dixon, Taomas Parker, Gray’s inn sq, Solicitor March 25 Dixon & Hunt, Gray’s inn 
&q 

Dovttoy, ee, Queen’s gate gdns, Kensington March 25 Routh & Co, South 

Durs, Hepzipan, Croscombe, Somerset March 25 Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

Exy, Witi1am Waren, Coggeshall, Essex April 1 Surridge, Coggeshall 

Few, Mrs Evizasern, Surbiton March15 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Fis, Henay Suita, Dunedin, New Zealand, House Decorator March9 Blyth & ©, 

Gresham House 
Gonna, ’ Ce Doppzgipes, Harting, Sussex March 25 Shield & Mackarness, Peters- 


Gonz, Roseart, Blackrod, Lancs March15 France, jun, Wigan 
Guotnneimer, Sicismunp, St Denis, Paris, Merchant March 5 Hack & Morris, Pancras 





Hatrox, Emma, Wolverhampton March 30 Thorne & Co, Wolverhampton 
Haywarp, —— em, Ricaarp, Darsham, Suffolk, Farmer March 21 


Cross & Ram, 





wi 
Hunt, Tuomas, Oldham MayS Whitaker, Lancaster pl 
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Kayatcx, Louisa, Guildford Marchi Still & Son, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Kiseman, Hany, Ardwick, Manchester, Fruiterer March 31 Lawton, Manchester 
Lxes, Frepsxic Ricuarp, Watford March 15 Yates, Chancery lane 

Liiey, Wi11aM, Donnington, Hereford, Farmer March 8 Vernon Smith, Ledbury 
Maxsrig.p, Frevericx Wituiam, Kensington March 23 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 
Mvcuuee, Witnetm Taropor, Hamburg Mar 30 Harwood & Stephenson, Lombard st 
Nig_p, a Gronar, St Leonard’s gate, Lancaster, Innkeeper Mar 25 Stringer, 


fan 
Sassen D, tuon sHA, Coleford, Somerset Mari7 Stone & Co, Bath 


Pais, Eczrtow James, Chiswick Mar15 Warner & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Panxer, Tuomas, Haworth, Yorks, Broker Mar31 Platts, Bingley 

Purrex, Axx, Faston in Gordano, Somerset Mar25 Meade-King & Son, Bristol 
Picxenixc, Joux Nexpuam, Sheffield Mar 25 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 
Saaxty, Witt1am, Clonmel, Tipperary, Ireland Mar7 Laces & Co, Liverpool 
Sxxvincton, Wiit14M, Alvaston, Derby March 12 Robotham & Co, Derby 
Taprzn, SusaxNA, Paignton, Devon Mar 25 Fripp & Co, Plymouth 

Taxion, Mary Euwa, Lytham, Lancaster Mar22 W & J Cooper, Preston 
TavuerE, Epwarp, Liverpool Mari4 Bellringer & Co, Liverpool 

Turngr, Ev1za, Robertsbridge, Sussex Mar25 Cubison, King st, Cheapside 
Twepps.e, Jony Rusxix, Cambridge st, Hyde Park Mar8S Dawson & Co, New sq 
Wasrex, Joun, East Finchley Mar9 Belfrage & Co, John st 

Warireneap, Witt1am, Blackpool, Fruiterer Mar12 Parkiuson & Starkie, Blackpool 
Yare, Janes, Surgeon, Brighton Mar 20 Lsaroyd & Co, Coleman st 


London Gasette.—Tunspay, Feb. 15. 
Auusox, Ratpu Taomas, {Moor Monkton, York, Farmer March 16 Kirby & Son, 
H 


arrogate 
Banxer, Wa.uis, Teddington March 15 Gane & Kilucr, Gt St Helens 
Bett, Rosert, Thornborough, Bucks, Yeoman March 15 Horwood & James, Ayles- 
b 


ur 
FL, pn Leeds, Herbalict March11 Maleslm, Leeds 
Buarros, Newton Rosert, Piccadilly Feb 28 Martineau & Reid, Raymond bldgs, 


s inn 
Bosse, » Waveen Hayes, Old Broad st, Merchant March 31 Bircham & Co, Old 
ania ts 1 Bognor March ii Booty & Bayliffe, Raymond blidgs, Gray’s inn 





Cuntstrz, Bowarp Joux Hewny, Tufnell Park March 15 Sykes, Gt Winchester st 
Dasss, Many Houss, Warwick March 10 Moore & Tibbits, Warwick 


Daxreve, Tuouas Henry, Stroud, Gloucester, Engineer March 1 Winterbotham & 


Davirs, Davin, Blaengwawr, Aberdare March 16 Vachell & Co, Cardiff 

Davies, Feeveuice, Blaengwawr, Aberdare March 16 Vachell & Co, Cardiff 

Davis, Joszen, Bath, Commercial Traveller March 30 Gill & Bush, Bath 

Dixow, Many, Edgbaston March 25 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 

Farra, Manoxt Jose pe, Rio de Janiero March 19 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing ln 

Foro, Exma, Wilton, Wilts March 31 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 

Gatztox, Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne March 12 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyn 

Gituatt, Tuomas, Friskney, Lincoln, Farmer March 17 Jebb & Son, Boston 

Grecory, Sir Cuantes Hieron, KCMG,2, Delahay st, Westminster, Civil Engineer 
March 25 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st,’ Cross 

Mase, Demsse Ona, Edington, Wilts, Innkeeper March 16 Mann & Rodway, Trow- 

Herow, Caawrorp, Bexhill March12 Prance, Bexhill 

Hisan, domme Powstt, Weston super Mare March 5 Smith & Sons, Weston super 

Hoy ue, Epwarp, Bacup March 31 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 

Jounsox, Eowarp Witsow, Kingston upon Hull March 12 Iveson & Co, Hull 

McWarens, James, Sutton, Chester, Licensed Victualler March 25 Linaker Runcorn 

Sanbyn, Receee, Stoke Newington, Engineer March 14 Keeping & Gloag, Lom- 

Bippxe, Joun, Birmingham, Draper March 19 Perry & Co, Birmingham 

Smuatuman, Witt1am, Walsall March 31 Burton, Birmingham 

Tarocetr, Henry Waionrt, Porton, Wilts, Farmer March 31 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 

Tompson, Estner, Cheltenham March 25 Bretherton & Boughton, Gloucester 

Vavenay, Lavea Many, Paris April2 Parker & Co, Cornhill 

Warsow, Jous, Hale, Chester, Builder March 10 Laycock, Altrincham 

Warers, Saran, Ventnor, I of W March16 Hamilton Urry, Ventnor 

Wurre, Euma Cornperia, Dalston March 12 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Wook, Sopaen, Knapton, nr Acomb, York, Farmer March 16 Brown & Elmbirst, 


‘Woenges, Guenss, Redhill, Surrey March 18 Whittington & Son, Bishopsgate st 


| Wortutseron, Mary, Poulton le Fylde, Lancaster March 18 Buck & Co, Preston 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.— Faipay, Feb. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baitxy, Encar Georas, Freston, Suffolk, emma 
Keeper Ipswich Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 1 

Brarpmore, Pau, Bradford, Bootmaker Bradford Pet 
Feb 16 ‘Ord Feb 16 

Boppinctox, Hensay Davin, Penzance, Lodging house eb 15 
Keeper Truro Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

Bootn, Joux, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham Pet Pet Feb 
Feb15 Ord Feb 15 


Ord Feb 15 
12 Ord Feb 12 


on Trent Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 
Burier, Joun Henry, Pontefract, Painter Wakefield Feb 12 

Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 14 Tuomas, , ih Hewry, 
Burrensuaw, 8 E,Pancraslane High Court Pet Nov 25 then Pet 


Joxgs, Jonny, 
Suoxsmrrn, Harry Jo, Halifax, Estate Agent Halifax High inca” 
Saira, Ricnarp ~~ Boughton. 


Brapsuaw, Josern. Burton on Trent, Fishmonger Burton dener Chester Pet Feb 14 Gra Fi eb 1a 
Tauis, WitLraM idee, Leeds 


Carmarth 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 


Punse, commen Halifax, Brushmaker Halifax Pet Feb Gerex, Taowas. Rates Torkard, M,N, Veterinary 
‘ ord Feb 14 i 52 PPE 8 Feb 25 at 12 County court house, St Peter’s 
=. 1LL1AM, Cwmasiflog, nr New er, &c ottingham 

Tred Pet Feb 1 5 Ord ms Han, Noa, Wolverhampton, Coachbuilder March 1 


legar 

Rawiinos, Cuarves, East Ham, -* Butcher High 30 Off Rec, Wol 
Court PetJan27 Ord Feb 16 

Rowitanp, Wittram Hewry, Torre, 
Victualler Exeter Pet Feb a ‘ond Feb 14 

on, Witiiam, Camberley, Surrey Guildford Pet 


ampton 
pe. Rorvs, Belgrave Feb 25at3 Off Rec, 1, Ber- 
Jonsson, Wittta as WF , Mountocersl, Lire Grocer 
len. Yohome ary 25 at 3 


M me er eS Wilts, Haulier Feb 26 ati2 
* | tescu, Haney, see Fiock Dealer’ March Sat it Of 


Pet Feb 12 Ord Park row, Leeds 
i Lee, Aturor, and A Aurngp Les, Horsforth, York March 


en, Carpenter Carmar- lati row, 
ian, Srernen earn : , Farmer Marc 


may, Licensed 


rd Feb 15 Topp, Jonn Wit.1am, Sheffield, Fish Salesman Sheffield 2at12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol’ 

Canren, Cnistores, Pudsey Town End, nr Leeds, Green- | | Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 McDoxweit, Mary, Wigan, Provision Dealer Feb 28 at3 

grocer Leeds PetFeb15 Ord Feb 1 Tucker, Amy Annre, Ventnor, I rf W, China Dealer 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Cartes, Geoncz Heyry, North Callingham, Notts, Farmer Newport Pet Febi4 Ord Feb 1 Mayx, Toomas Wiu11am, o Sarna BS nr Rotherham, Glass 
» Lg ng a Feb 15 yo Feb - onan Wate Avraxo Saxvnt, Gard, Pi re Frame Dealer Bottle Hand Feb at 2 Reo, Figtree lane, 

avizs, Davip, Nantgaredig, ih) y; er Car- Cardi ) 

marthen Pet Feb 14 Ord F eb Wikis, oy a Greet, Worcs, Grocer Birmiog- | Manx, Witttam, Penzance on Rates Feb 28 at 12 

perm, Goose, —, General Dealer Newport Pet - a, ee Ord Feb 15 - P's = Olt ws ay wen st, | ‘sot Hs sia 
4 el one. Ag ng, Aylesbury, Confectioner lesbu: INTY, ase & RBERT, s 

DusperpaLe, Mary Janz, Preston, Dressmaker Preston 5 OrdFeb15 4 - one. ‘ Wil Marchi at 11.30 George 


Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Fincn, Water, Brighton, Auctioneer Brighton Pet 
Feb15 Ord Febi 

Fovrnzt, ARISTIDE , Mantz, Marylebone, Oculist 
High Court Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 12 

Faaxcis, Towas, Nuthurst, nr Horsham, Farmer 
Brighton Pet "Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Guyx, Cuartes Epwarps, Romford, 
facturer Chelmsford Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Jones, Timorny Ricuarp, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff Pet 
Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Kent, Taomas, Hollington pastee, Farmer Burton on 
Trent Pet Feb 16 Ord Fe 

Kerrie, Artaur WIL.IAM, , | OR Commission 
Agent Peterborough Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Kixa, Joszrn, Leeds ds Pet Feb15 Ord Feb15 

Laxe, J T, Colnbrook, Bucks High Court Pet Jan 11 Derb: 
Ord Feb 16 

Lyatners, Cuantes Canrort, Oxford st, Clerk High Rec, County 
Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 Deaxin, Gronce, Wakefiel 

Lee, Steraex Tayior, Mark, Somerset, Farmer Wells Rec, 6, Bond Wi 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb _ 
TON, ALFRED, Spaxt Somerset, Builder Bridg- Ree, 31, Manor row, 
water Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 Dovey, Mary, 

McDowwext, Many, Wigan, Provision Dealer Wigan Pet at 3 © Herbert Collis, 
Dec 18 Ord Feb 14 Eposunps, Caries, A 


eB Rosert, 
Essex, Boot Manu- Feb 28 at 2.45 County 


Crocomse, ys 


Cross, Tuomas 
Vict 


FIRST MEETINGS. Mag tom 
Barwes, Samvuet, Andover, Hants, House Agent Feb 26 ma 
at 11.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury ae — a Ss 


a ay Burslem, Staffs, 
11.45 Off Rec, King st, tg under 





Sanders & a ea Ba 


enstagle 
1LL1aAM, Heanor, Derbyshire, Licensed 


Salisbury 
ualler Feb 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gt, er eye 


Denton, Froresce Bearaics, Bradford Feb 28at11 Off 
Bradford 
oy Victualler Feb 25 


aH ati Off Rec, 
ice, Builder March 
Cardiff 
seuttie , a —_ eo Wituas Morrner, 


HRT, 
ourney orks, Stone Merchants Feb 28 at 12 On Bee a 
Simon Sincere Manor row, Bradford . 


Kbinder’ Be gant 


Burrenrieip, Wituam, New Wortley, Leeds, Baker | Pexyey, Arruur Pearson, Sydenham Feb 25 at 12.30 
March 3 at 12 Off Reo, 22, Park row. Leeds hait 

Cuampens, Wii.1AM, Sutton in 
Watil Off 4, a 


4, way 
vtts, Joiner Feb | Pexxey, a. Brushmaker Mar 1 at 12 Off 


P J Kettaway, Dorchester, Licensed Victualler 
von, Farmer Feb 25 at 2 | Por re ELLA 3) Of Ree, City chmbre, “a4 


Greengrocer Mar 1 


Curry, yuan, B Buxton, Butcher Feb 25 at 11.45 Off Ben 1 Auraep James, West Norwood, Builder Feb 25 at 
Chambers, Market pl, Stockport y st 
id, Draper Feb 25 atil Off we... Wituam Hewry, and Witttam Caancxs 


Recs saee, ee Mar 1 at 11 Off Rec, 29, 
Resaees Sraniey Nariee, ty Colonel Feb 25 at 
Bankru) Carey st 


st, Stourbridge, Solicitor mm. Wiruam Heyry, T 
Aberdare, Butehier Feb2s| Mar3 at 10.45 Off Rec, 13, Bedford crus 


Manxuam, Joun Suita, East Retford, Notts, Saddler at2 65, High st, Merthyr Scorr, Rossrt, Eastney, ree 
Lincoln Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 : Epuonpsox, James Epwaro, Tt chs, lease March 2 at 12 at 3.30 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, st, Ports- 
Manevor, Jamxs, Dewsbury Dewsbury Pet Feb 14 Ord e Off Rec, <, 23, Park ym havi s Sines 3 a 
‘eb 14 ‘OURNET, stipe Antoine Manir, Marylebone, Oculist | Suoesmrra RE’ Halifax, Estate Agent Mar 
Moxey, Roperr, st 11.30 Off Townhall chmbrs, Halifa 


Reeser. Lincs, Cottager Nottingham Feb 25 at 11 
Pet Feb 16 Ord GARTSIDE. Fowase, ae 
Mowxsuan, Wituram, West Hastegest, Grocer Sunder- tor Feb 28 


land Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 1 


Lyme 
Moacans, Eowarp, Quaker’s Yard, Glam, etnied Gray, wr I vege —g 
Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 at 3. 
Nonnzis, Waste Burrrox, Gray’s inn pl, Gray’s 
Rolicitor High Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 





12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under 
‘ants, Corn Merchant March 1 


inn, | Gnegs, Jou G y tone hag teltenbain, ‘Dairy Pare Manager | Toors, i. Queen Victoria st, BidenGDesler Feb 


at 2.30 County court bldgs, 28 at 2.30 


proprie- | Tuomas, Sauver, Wrexham, Grover Feb 26 at 11 Priory, 


Wrexham 
Tuonxe, Tuomas W: Hants, Watchmaker 
ee ee Oe a ombchige demtiion, igh os 





bldgs, Carey st 
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cs 
Tvexer, Auy anes t IW Feb2satil Off 


Ree, 1 w 
Warrens, og Be Soomee, Pimlico Feb 28at1i Bank- 
st 
Wass? JAMES, Doncaster Feb 25 at 2.30 Off Ree, Fig 
Tree lane, Sheffield 
Witsox, Epwarp, Bramley, Leeds Mar2atil Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 
ber Water Watxer, Burnley, eed Feb 25 at 
1.80 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Bu 
Yanstey, Gzorce Garpever, Salcombe, Tom, Builder 
‘eb Watil Law Society’ 8 chmbrs, Atheneum lane, 
Plymouth 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baitey, Evcan Groner, Freston, Suffolk,  - ene Shop 
eeper Ipswich Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 1 
Bearpmore, Pavt, Bradford, Boot Maker Bradford Pet 
Feb16 Ord Feb 16 
Bivex, Wituiam James, Bristol, Leather 
Bristol Pet Jan27 Ord Feb 16 
Briyrta, Henry Cotemay, Buxted, Sussex Lewes Pet Feb 
7 Ord Feb 14 
Boppixotox, Hexry Davin, Penzance, Cornwall, Lodging 
House Keeper Truro Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 16 
Brapsnaw, ae, feces, Berean on Sot S seepap-y ats , en 


Merchant 


on Tren’ ‘eb 16. Ord Feb 
Carter, Carisrorsze, Po td End, nr Leeds, 
Green Leeds Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 


CaRTEeR a Hewry, North ———, Notts, 
‘armer Nottingham Pet Feb15 Ord Feb1 
C a = A Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet Dec oe Ord 
Caastrez, Jouw A, Cardiff, Provision Merchant Cardiff 
et Jan 27 .Ord Feb -4 
Davies, Davin, Nan ig, Abergwilly, Saddler Car- 
marthen Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 15 
Dent, Wituam Ricuanrp, Hastow,” Essex High Court 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb 15 
Duypvgrva.e, Mary Janz, Preston, Dressmaker Preston 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
Francis, THfomas, Nuthurst,.. nr  amaae 
ighton “Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 1 
Guxx, Cuart#s Epwarps, Romford ee Boot Manu- 
fucturer Chelmsford’ Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 14 
Hons 2 roy | cer en Derby, Farmer Burton on Trent 
e 
a" A= Wiens, Peterborough, 
ray h Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 


Farmer 


Comniission 


Kine, <= erchant’s Traveller Leeds Pet 
‘eb 15 i Feb 15 

LEATHERS, RLES CARROML, ne st, Clerk High 
Court Pét¥eb15 Ord Feb1 


Les, Srerues)Tax.ioe, Perry me re Somer seta, 
Farmer Wells Pet ¥eb 14 Ord Feb 1 

Loxston, ALFRED, Builder Bridg- 
water Pet Feb “ rd Feb 36 

Marxaan, Jans 8 , Saddler Lincolo 


Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 15 
ey James, Dewsbury Dewsbury Pet Febi2 Ord 


e . 
Mowry, Rongrtr, Ropsley, Lines, Cottager Nottingham 
- et Feb ae Ord Bebo | we 
ONKMAN, 1am, West pool, Grocer under- 
land A ory Ord Feb 14 
Menges, Epwanrp, Quaker’s yard, Glam, Resting Master 
5 Wi Tydfil Pet Febi4 Ord Feb 1 
Nom. fen Burrrox, Pet eb is s inn ores Gray’s inn, 
ae Court Ord Feb 15 
Upper eens Flour 
igh Court Pet Fe Ord Feb 
es SF Be Benson, Sydenham pe Pet 


me... ——, Halifex, Brushmaker Halifax Pet Feb 
14 Ord Feb 14 


Paice, Wittram, eniitie. nr New Tredegar, Baker 
Tredegar Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 bt 4 

Ricuarps, Wirttram Heyry, and Witwiam CHARies 
Pep anna Seaneliy, Tellers Cardiff Pet Jani3 Ord 
e 

Rowrayp, Witiam Hexey, Torre, Torquay, Licensed 
Victualler Exeter Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Saypers, Bae Davis, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 

. — — Feb 11 - 

RYD, JULivs..ARTHUR, ttersea, Stockbroker’s Clerk 
Wandsworth Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 16 

Gnomes, Harry AN ax, Estate Agent Halifax 

Fe 


Srivey, Fuavx _ Luton, Straw Pleit Merchant 
Luton PetFeb 9 Ord Feb 14 a 


sua Wi D oe 





es ~ t- Witi1am Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb12 Ord 
e 


Tayvor, Tidileren James, pape, Yorks, Groce’ | 
Kendal Pet Dec18 Ord Feb 1 4 
Topp, Jonx Witx1am, Sheffield, Fish Salesman Sheffield | 
~ Pet = 14 ph Feb i 4 
cxer, Amy Annix, Ventnor, I of W, China Dealer | 
Newport and Ryde Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 1 4 . 
Warters, Wiiuias ane, Pimlico High Court Pet | 
w Jan «4 Ord Feb | 
‘aTERS, ALFRED A Cardiff, Picture Frame Deal 
w et ee Col Te 3S ” A 
I1LKINS, Hatry Grorcr, + Bristol, Build 
Bristol Pet Jan 21 Ord Feb : ca | 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Baruixcer, Txomas, Cheltenham, Farmer Cheltenham | 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 1 


BasxxErvit_e, Tuomas, Blacka , Chester, F — 
clesfield "Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 — cv | 
ConnwaLt, Frepericx, Scarboroug A Master Mariner | 
Cox, W Bet Hon io, Grd bob 19 | 
x, Witt1am Henry, 
“6 Grd Feb 1 pa um! Pet Feb 
GHTON, Roperr rt, Somerset, j i 
pene ta es Calais aa cunt Paro 
AVI UI8, AXMAX, ff t 
mee Looe Pe ied | 


nage, B Hammersmith High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord 
Fesex, Water, fens” Watchmaker Portsmouth 

Pet Feb16 Ord F 
Provision Merchant Bir- 


Feety, Barocer, Birmi ~ a 
mingham Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 
Friars, Eua, Mirfield Dewsbury Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 
Fiemrxe, C J, West Kensington, Barrister High Court 
Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 18 
Gisson, Reopen wn F oan, Chemist Leices- 
ter PetFebié Ord Fi 
Liverpool 


Hawxau, ALEXANDER Sounerore, Liverpool 
Pet Feb19 Ord + tm 
Hares, Wiittam, Cacharris pestatn, Grocer Merthyr | 
Tydfil Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 1 
Hoes, Herseat Eavest, , Clerk Maidstone 
et Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 
‘Sania Taomas Totter, Ware, esivel, Advertising 
Agent Hertford Pet Feb3 Ord Fe 
Hvupsox, Heaeeat, am ng Leeds Pet 
Feb 18 Ord Feb 1 
Lewie, Davin, a Builder Carmarthen Pet 
Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 
Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet Feb 19 
Mayes, Bicnarp, East Dereham, Norfolk, Builder Nor- 
wich Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 
Nerrieron, Raywer. Ossett, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 


MARSHALL, Jons, 
Ord Feb 19 


Peet, Many Axx, Newark, Coal Merchant Nottingham 
PetFeb17 Ord Feb 17 

Prior & Hawkins, Finsb spevenant, Solicitors High 
Co Pet Jan20 O) 


Roperts, Epwarp, Plas George, ad Denbigh, Farmer 

eee Pet .- 18 ot Feb 1 ... = 
xeTT, Mary, Kingston w ~ ngston upon 
Hull Pet Feb 19 Ord Fe’ 

S1aGs, wunpteste. LamBeErrt, cnet ll, Norfolk, School- 
master Norwich Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

Srexce, Georce Hewry, Leicester, Leather Dresser 
Leicester Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Sroppart, Wit.1am, Blackpool, Printer Preston Pet 

5 ig Ord Feb 19 Hereford, 8 = 

TONE, Rosert, Cradley, Herefo: tores Manager Wor- 
cester Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 1 

Tuomas, Jony, pampeter, Cusligene Carmarthen Pet 
Feb 17 Ord Feb 1 

Taomas, Kate Cuara, ‘Northwich, a Frame Maker 
Nantwich Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 

Tvayer, Jonn Fox, Lowestoft, 4 Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Watastey, Eowarp, Southport, Tailor Liverpool Pet 
Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bariey, Eocar Guornee, Freston, Suffolk, General Shop 
Keeper Mar2atil Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Barrett, Francis Joux, Frampton on Severn, Glos, 


Joiner Mar 3 at 12 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, 
Newport, Mon 
Bickiey, CATHERINE, Birmingham Mar 3 at 11 174, 


Corporation st, Birmingham 
Boppixctos, Henry oven Penzance, Cornwall, Lodging 
a Keeper Mar 3 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 
‘ruro 
Brapsuaw, Josern, Burton on Trent, Fishmonger Mar 1 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, Derby 
Bverows, Tomas Tames, Brynmawr, Brecons, Collier 
Mar2at3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Burrexsuaw, 8 E, Pancras lane Mar 1 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Carratty, Anprew, Liverpool, Team Owner’s Runner 
Mar 9 at 12.30 Of Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Carter, Georce Henry, North Collingham, Notts, Farmer 
anal lat12 Off Rec, 4, Castle place, Park st, Notting- 
m 
C.ovan, Joszeru, Castleton, nr Manchester, Tanner Mar 1 
at 11.15 Townhall, Rochd 
Cook, Sypyzy Herrert, Clacton on Sea Mar2at2 Off 
o Rec, “ Princes st, — u 7 a 
‘ORONEO, CHRISTOPHER, nD, paged, Cargo Super- 
intendent Mar 9 at 12 Off Rec, Vietoria’ st, 
Liverpool 
Cox, Witttam Hewry, Bristol, Plumber Mar 2 at 12.30 
Off Ree, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Davies, Davin, Abergwilly, Carmarthens, Santee Mar 2 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
weak mR and ARTHUR Waxmay, Cardiff Mar 8 at 
11.30. Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Davies, ‘Wasa Pen ‘wain, Aberdare, Innkeeper Mar 
4at2 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfiil 


| Dyatt, Evcar Tuomas, Birkenhead, oe | Clerk Mar 2 


at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 

Epear, R, Hammersmith Mar 1 at 12  Peaborotey bldgs, 
Care’ 

| Fixcu, na ion Bags, pation March lat 12 Off 
Rec, 4, gg oD a ge 

Finrs, Ema, 1 at 12 Off Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, Batley” 

FieminG, C J, West yy Barrister March 1 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bid 

Francis, Tuomas, Nuthurst, = Horsham, Farmer March 
lat 2.15 King’s Head Hotel, Horsham 

Gairrirus, Apranam, Whitchurch, Glam, Licensed Vict- 
ualler’ March 1 at 12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Guyx, Coartes Epwarps, Romford, Easex, Boot Manu- 
facturer March 2ati1 Shire! Chelmsford 

Hospay, Henry Oswa tp, Bromyard, Senetonrs Draper 


March 2at2 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Hocsix, Henpert Erynst, ees March 2 at 


11 Off Rec, 9, King st, 
as, te Hollington, agate, Det pone March 1 at 


Ree, 40, 8t ‘Mary’ s 
Kerrie, Arraur WILLIAM, a Commission 
Agent 4 at 11.45 “Ea New rd, 


TO 
cae ar 1 Maosh Bat 12.30 Off 


Westgate aankes, Newtort. Mon 





cane. 7 Joun Toemate Cranbrook, Bucks March 2 att a 5 


Carey st 
Leatuers, CHARLES srg Oxford st, Clerk March 9 
at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Lewis, Davip, Lianarthney, Builder March 2 at4 on 


, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Loustox, ‘Aurrep, 8 
atil WHT. ink h st, Bri 
«| Feo m Mare ry a 3 Off Ree, g 
es 


ugh 
Moreax, Gitpas Cran, Llandebie, Cabinet Maker Margh 
2at3 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, C armarthen 
Norns, as Borrrox, Gray’s inn ph Gray’s inn, 
Solicitor Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Po.uarp, Frepericx atin Treforest, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler March 3 at 12 65, High st, Merthyr 


Berp, Jutivs Arruvur, Batters2a, Stockbroker’s Clerk 
March 3 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bri 

Surrn, Ricaarp Dixoy, Broughton Heath, Chester, 
Gardener March 2 at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

Srence, Grorce Henry, Belgrave, Leicester, Leather 
Dresser March 1 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Sracey, Wituram Geoacs, Canton, Cardiff, Grocer March 

Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
SransFigip, Jane Rochdale, Farmer March 1 at 11.45 
or, Glam, Builder March 1 at 11.9) 


Townhall, Rochdale 


Tuomas, Joux, Lough 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Tuomas, Jous He wry, Carmarthen, gman March 5 at 
11- Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmart 

7. a Written, Sheffield, Fish _. ae March 1 
at2 Off Figtree In, Sheffield 

Seeme, be Sy Birmingham, Corn Factor March? 
ati1l 174, Cor tion ¥: Birming ‘ham 

Waker, Jame, ath Shields, oe coll March 2 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st: Newcastle on Tyne 

rie, WILulam "Rosixsow, Cheltenham, Piano Tuner 
March 4 at 3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baty, Wituram, Deel, Butcher Canterbury Pet Jan 24 
Ord Feb 18 


Ba.ucer, Taomas, Cheltenham, Farmer Cheltenham 
Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

BaskeRvVILLe, Tuomas, Blackden, Chester, Farmer 
Macclesfield Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 19 

Becxwirs, Hewry, Finsbury circus HighCourt Pet Noy 
1 Ord Feb 17 

pam, > om Bookbinder Hanley Pet Jan 
1 Fel 

Brap, Henry Macrnensoy, South Hampstead, Stockbroker 
High Court PetDec7 Ord Feb 17 

Booru, Jous, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham Pet 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 17 

Brooks, Atreep Witiiam, and Freperick Vincest 
Brooks, Gate st, Linco!n’s inn —_ Lithographers 
High Court Pet’ Feb4 Ord Feb 1 

CornwAtt, Fasgperick, Scarborough, cae 
Scarborough Pet Feb19 Ord eb 19 

Davies, Louis, and Arravr Waxman, Cantke, Ware- 
housemen Cardiff Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 

ay Se Paddington High Court ‘Pet Jan 12 

18 


Dyaut, Eoear Tuomas, petomheed, Bank Clerk Birken- 
head FetJan24 Ord Feb 


Mariner 


——, a SF Stourbridge, a Victualler Stour- 
~~ Ord Feb 16 
feat ALTER, ie, Watchmaker Portsmouth 


Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 1 
Fixca, Water, Brighton, Auctioneer Brighton Pet Feb 
15 Ord Feb 18 
Fiera, Euwa, Mirfield Dewsbury Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 
17 


Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 


Gissoy, Revaen Leoyxarp, Faas, Chemist Lei- 
cester Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 

Grirritas, ee Whitchurch, Glam, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Cardiff Pet Jan10 Ord Feb 19 

Hawnag, Foe Jouxstoxe, Liverpool Liverpool 
Pet Feb19 Ord Feb19 

Haggis, Witw1am, Cacharris, pees, Grocer Merthy 

Tydfil Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 

mi Hersert Esyest, Maidstone, Clerk Maidstone 
Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Hupsoy, Hexpert, Manchester Warehouseman 
Leeds Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Iues, Hexry, and Josern Ines, Kingswood, nr Bri-tol, 

“hoot Mauufact acturers Bristol Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 18 

Laxeman, James, Tokenhouse yd, Accountant h 
Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Feb17 

<a Joszrn Henry, Gracechurch st, Co: 

High Co Court Pet Nov 24 Ord Feb 16 

cat ae Tuomas, Colnbrook, Bucks High Court Pet 
Janil Ord Feb 17 

ieee, I Davin, iipeatiner, Builder Carmarthen Pet 


Gantsipg, Newianp,Crewe Danley 
16 


16 Ord Feb 
levees Atrrep, 8t George, nr peel, Boot Manufacturer 
Bristol Pet Jan Ord Feb 1 
Lowur, Guatsrorues, Darlington, Joiner Durham Pet 
eb 
Macracutay, Wri.14m, Earl’s Court High Court Pet 
Dec1 Ord Feb 17 


Macemses,, Toms, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet Feb 18 
Ord Feb 19 


Mayers, Ricnanp, East Dereham, Norfolk, Builder Nor- 
wich Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

Pert, Many Any, Newark, Coal Merchant Nottingham 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 


Roszrrs, Epwarp, enguia, Flint, Farmer Chester Pet 
Seams * — Feb 


Kingston Hull Kingston 
Rona’ Pet pe re 19 Feb 19 = 


a. 4 B~L. Lampert, G Norfolk, Scheol- 
ssasler Norwich "Pet Feb 1" Ord Bob 1)” 


ton, Somerset, Builder March ; 








ee 


Tay 


| gee 









398. 
————— 
h 2 at 
March 9 
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Sroxe, Rosert, — 

Tayon, J ames H, Hatch, or Taunton Yeovil Pet Nov 
16 

Tsouas, Jouy, Lampeter, Cardigan Carmarthen Pet Feb 
16 Ord Feb 17 

Ciara, Northwich, Picture Frame Maker 

oria st, Picture Dealer High 

Feb 17 ! 





Het Feb is Ord Fe 1s cee, | a, Be Dee 3 “Ord Jan Farmer Ashton under Lyne | Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
Ord Feb 18 ’ | Aglebery Pet Heb 18 "Ood Feb to” Confectioner | cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
| AU letters intended for publication im the| 260. ; by Post, 28. Soxtorrors’ Jounmat, 
18 Ord Feb 18 | Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated| 26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
by the name of the writer. office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 52. 6d. 
























The “LANCET ” says: 


* Vi-Cocoa must be assigned a place in the front ranks 
of really valuable foods, since it is the embodiment of all 
the numerous principles contained in Malt, Hops, Kola 
and Cocoa . . . ofdistinct value as a restorative and 
stimulative food.” 


The “BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL” 
says: 


* Vi-Cocoa is a very palatable beverage of great stimu- 
lating and sustaining properties.” 


The “MEDICAL MAGAZINE” says: 


‘‘ Medical practitioners will find a valuable pin in 
Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa in combating the various ‘tions 
of nervous exhaustion and enfeebled digestion. The 
ingredients of which it is composed are My selected, 
and of undoubted strength and purity.” 


The “POPULAR MEDICAL JOURNAL” 

. says: ¢ 
Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is an excellent combination of 
pre yes Me ma ond 8 ee 

and sustainin es, () 

with it, acts 4 eae and is Ww the addition 
of Malt neutralises all the matter, and g0 
considerably assists weak digestions.” 


From EDMUND A. ELLIOTT, M.B.C.8., 
L.R.C.P. 


“T have tried Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and my patients 
are very pleased with it.” . 


From Dr. T. H. SMITH, Royal Colonial 
Institute, Northumberland Avenue, W.C. 





qualities of an 
preparation in the market. I do this willingly and 
unsolicited, as I consider it Fe boon to the go 
I have personally with the cocoas 
market, and find that the great drawback to all of them 
was the slow process of digestion and assimilation. The 
diastase in the Malt not only assists digestion in 
Vi-Cocoa, but it also accelerates the digestion of 

foods that are taken with the Vi-Cocoa. This I 


40COR personally tested, and can therslose epesk from actual 
Gi calkuadion from fatigue is marvellous.” 

Merit, and merit alone, is what is claimed for Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and the _ 
prietors are prepared to send to any reader who names this paper (a postcard will do) a 
dainty sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa free and post paid. 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, 6d., 94. and 1s. 6d. Can be obtained from all Grocers, 
Chemists, and Stores, or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa (Limited), 60, 61 and 62, Bunhill Row, 
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MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 


Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 

(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 
UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
ee eet City, nearly every Thursday, 

as occasion may 

STIMSON & BONS ‘undertake BAT. 
oe PRIVATE 


uire. 
Val . and 5 na hg 
TREATY, wee) = jurveys, Negotia’ 
the Adjustm: ‘Ghancery, Hater vad 
iy and oth 
Gintmn Sales by Auction of th and Stock, ik, Collection 


of 
Separate Lists of Property, Ground Renta for Bale, and 
&c., to Let, are issued on the Ist of 
month; and can be had ba on chatge for insertion. or 


each 
free by "for ~~ — 
jeeraphic —. 


FroLtEr, ‘HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1907. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYOR 





or 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
YLANT AND MACHINERY 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES 
Telegraphic Ad¢ress—“ Futter, Hornsey, Loxpoy. 


WEST KENSINGTON. 
J. W. SIBLEY, 


AUCTIONEER, ESTATE AGENT, VALUER, 
RECEIVER BY APPOINTMENT. 
Tue Cepans Estate Orrice, (opposite) West Kensixctoys 
TATION, ‘ 

Rents Collected, Estates Managed, Valuations, Surveys. 

Mr. J. W. Sibley has a large Estate Agency, and gives 
special attention to this branch of the B 

References to Principals and aan 








JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, 


LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTIONEERS, 
59 and 60, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
Country Offices : 
Asusy-pz-La-Zovcn, LeicesTERSHIRE. 
CuartT_ey, STAFFORDSHIRE, 

Wirirstey, Dexsysainz. 
Kiyastox, Norte. 

Telegraphic Address, * * Cogitate, Is London. ” 
SURVEYS for SANITATION, MORTGAGE, and 
DILAPIDATIONS. VALUATIONS for PROBATE, 
TRANSEER, and other purposes. 
Avcrion Sates or Estates, Houses, Furxrrurz, &c. 
Terms on application. 


ROBT. W. MANN & SON, F.S.I., 


12, LOWER GROSVENOR-PLACE, 
(nr — 


And at Lowndes-street. 


MORT Ta AGES 
ON MANSIONS AND FLATS. 
Sums awaiting Investment, also on Freehold and 
Properties, Large Estates or Farms. 
Ground-rents Wanted. Principals placed in 
direct communication with clients. 
GIBSON’S AUCTION AND ESTATE OFFICE, 
22, Kina-stazet, St. Jaurs’, Loxvon, 8.W. (Telephone 
a eee Herrrorpenire Orrices, St. ALBans 
(Telephone No. 4) ; and Harrzypen. 


G. F. BOX & CO., 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, se AGENTS, RENT 
RECEIVERS, AND BAILIFFS. 

Auction Room for Sale of Feenihens and every descrip- 
tion of Property. [ Established 1885. } 
Offices: 227, Lower Crarroy-noap, N.E., and at 66, Grey- 
HOUND-LANE, STREATHAM, 8.W. 


(NENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY.—Shep- 
herd’s Bush, a. West Kensin Park, 

.— Owners wed Sell or Let in 

these districts should send to C. Rawizy Cross & Co., who 
have more tions than they can suit ; particulars in- 
serted in Western Suburbs Register f free. Rent collec- 
tions (large or small), cual pane 4 all kinds 


_Belaghene, “Westminster r 40.” os 








INVALIDS. A Lito of Modical Men in 
stata eo =T— 


aoe AssociaTi0x, Lip Lancaster-place, 
Iadd. ““Tyiform, London.” Telephone No. 1,854, Gerrard. 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1898. 
MESSRS. 
[BBBnaAm, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
Fe tant a 
their SALES of ESTATES, Invest- 
Business 


Re- 
versions, be 
ag TD. at the AUCTION , Tokenhouse-yard, near 
the Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tuesday, March 1 
Tuesday, March 








8, Quarters, and Business Pre- 
Re a 
the ist of each month, can be o 
- "od vale 80 *Ghospalie, London i. 
an uers 
Telephone No. 603, Bank. ‘ 


Sale days + poe Year 1898, 


AREBROTHER, “ELLIS, EGERTON, 
BREACH, GALSWORTHY, «& Co. beg to announce 
that the following days have been fixed for their SALES 
at ~ —" MART, Tokenhouse-yard, during the 
ear — 
hursday, March 10. } Thursday, July 21. 
Thursday, March 24. Thursday, July 28, 
Thursday, April 14. Thursday, August 4. 
Thursday, April 28. Thursday, August 11. 
Thursday, May 12. mber 22, 
Thursday, May 26. ber 13. 
October 27. 


Thursday, June 2, ° 

Thursday, June 9. Thursday, November 10, 

Thursday, June 23, Thursday, November 24. 

Thursday, June 30, Thursda; ber 1. 

Thursday, July 14. | Thursday, December 15, 
No. 29, penne Temple-bar, and 18, Old Broad- 

street, g. 








ELM DEAN, SURBITON-HILL. 
A very desirable detached Freehold Residence, situate in 

Victoria-road, on the nae b 4 \ scutiean and in close 

roximity to the railway 
OHN DAWSON “e *SON have received 
instructions from the executor of Miss G. Baring, 
deceased, to oa by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, C., on TUESDA Yy, 8th MARCH, ,' 1898, at 
TWELVE for ONE o’clock precisely. 

The above attractive detached FREEHOLD RESI- 
aT tenes i b. hi or Da 
and handsome 0! -house an 
with ample and convenient arrangements for stabling and 

earriage-house, with separate entrance from the high road ; 
Hae yom re garden, with greenhouse, &c. Possession can be 
d Aa completion of panies purchase. a 
may be vi ion, an age 
lan aah cath ions of sale sr ebastnad on the iy Hake, 
te Auction Mart; of Messrs. Wordsworth be. 
cad of the Avct Surbiton, “Kingston and 4, Lin® 
and of the Auctioneers, it . 
coln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 





To Trustees and others.— Freehold Ground Rents 
amounting to £1,282 13s, 3d. per annum, most amply 
secured upon an ee * 115 houses, and offering an 
investment of the hest character. 


R. F. H. B. RIDDLE is instructed to 

SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse 

Yard, E.C., on TUESDAY, MAROH 8, WO o'clock 
punciually, in One Lot. 

The above valuable FREEHOLD GROUND RENTS, 
abundantly secured on high-class property, situate close 
to Wandsworth-common Station, in the County of Surrey, 
and comprising 16 houses in Nightingale-lane, 11 houses 
in Bolingbroke-grove, houses in Granard- —., . 
houses in Morella-road, 21 houses in Estcourt-road, 
houses ip Thurlei; h-road, 10 pemees | in ie is wahcagicnac | - 


crescent, and 4 houses in 

forming ‘ @ compact estate, fall ae me an investment 
of unexceptionable character 2 mg obtained, with 
reversion in 1981 to the rac! at about 
27,000 per annum, 

Particulars and conditions of sale be had of Messrs. 
Lee & Pembertons, Solicitors, 44, “Sy ay 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneer, Mr. F, H. B 
Riddle, 72, Park- -street, Grosvenor-square, W. 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 


6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
208, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W., and 











117, WESTERN ROAD, BRIGHTON. (Established 1773.) 


at the Mart, Token! 
h 25, 1898, at Two o'clock, in L008 
oa» can be included in thig 
the Auctioneers, as below, 
8,” in conjunction w; 
Messrs. HARRY HIGGS & CO., at the AUC ‘TO! 
MART, icon ~ AROS 58, 5, 1806, at TWO 0} “is 


CITY of LONDON.  ERASEROLD PROPER 
Lot Description. Rent. 


—! 


Sale of Valuable 





£350 
300 
300 


1,000 
5 | Newt 61,62, and 63, Barbican, 
| and Nos. 1, 5 sai 3, How 
| 1,909 
410 
260 
825 
365 


£5,210 0 0 £1,740 
are held for 80-years from 
on leases 








Co. ee ae for 


1896, at the low 4 
Sapecnios occu) a7 Mesars. Barber & & on 
. & ittingham, . Wellard, 7 
sap iinginassing Oonoeies = 
May bs viewed by the permission of the respective 
and and itions of sale obtained 
WC. (ldephone 1,018 Holbora)s of Mens » Macey Hig 
0 essTs. 
quant eye and. Ta + OR, at 
ne , ’ , 
enn et J and of the (Telephon boar, Gerad iy 
ames, e 5, : 
St. Se Atbans (Telephone No. 4), and Harpenden. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. a 
BGGRS. BS. B. FOCEER & CRS FIELD 
to ge Mien, & Ons ; 
PERIO! CAT BALES of 
pk a Ye 
LIFE INTER and ANNU. 
LIFE POLICIES, 


pam and Debentures. 
Debts and Bonds, and 
Interests, 





t), 
hy 


on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each me 
throughout the a: at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
E.C. Dates for 1898 


March 3 
April 21 July7 
y 5 July 21 


Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telephone No. 999 
MONTHLY PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 


EASES. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
to announce that their MONTHLY PRO} 
PERTY AUCTIONS are held at the MART, Tokenhe 
tm on the THIRD WEDNESDAY in every 2 
the year. The dates for 1896 are :— 
March 16. ay 20. October 19. 


May 18, 


Jem 15. 


Vendors, Solicitors, and Trustees having hg 
om are respectful ys A invited to communicate with 
Sentone Bo. 900 ms 6, Poultry, London, 


May 19 
June 2 
June 16 








AUCTION SALES. 


h ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIO 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and 
every description of House Property. Printed terms 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. 0 
64, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, F 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the att 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive W 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 











— 


